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Current Topics. 


The New Rent and Mortgage Interest 
Restriction Bill. 

We print elsewhere the text of the new Increase of Rent, 
&c., Bill It is a Bill te consolidate as well as to amend this 
branch of Emergency Legislation, and hence it replaces the 
Act. of 1915, and the various amending Acts which are still In 
force The proposed amendments are based on the recent 
Report of Lord Satissury’s Committee, and the limit of pro- 
tection is now raised to an annual value of £105 in the metro- 
politan area, £90 in Scotland, and £78 elsewhere (clause 12 (2)), 
Annual value may be either the standard rent or the rateable 
value, and the Bill goes back to the 1915 Act in allowing pro- 
tection if either value does not exceed the limit. The first Act 
of 1919 required that neither should exceed the higher limits 
then introduced. Practically the rent is always the higher, 
and it would conduce to simplicity if this was taken as the sole 
test. The Bill ought prpbably to be amended in this respect. 
The Bill does not extend to shop and office premises, and 
apparently the Government have not yet determined on this 
extension No doubt it will be strongly urged in the dis- 
cussion of the Bill But clause 12 (2), proviso (ii), expressly 
provides, in accordance with Epsom Grand Stand Association 
(Limited) v. Clarke (63 Souicirors’ Journat, 642), that a 
house is not excluded where part is used as a shop or for 
business purposes 


The Permitted Increase of Rent 

CLavusE 1 or the Bill corresponds to section 1 of the 1915 
Act with the changes necessary to allow for a limited increase of 
rent; that is, it only renders irrecoverable the increase above 
the permitted amount. The clause speaks of the rent having 
been increased since 25th March, 1920, which is at first sight 
perplexing ; it looks as though all the earlier protection had 
gone with the repeal of the earlier Acts. But ‘‘ standard 
is still defined with reference to 3rd August, 1914, and 
in fact, preserved by the proviso to 
The permitted increase 
of rent is specified in clause 2, and takes a somewhat com. 


rent ”’ 
the earlier protection is, 
clause 18 (3)—the repealing clause 
plicated form First, 6 per cent. is allowed on improvement 
expenses since 4th August, 1914, or 8 per cent. on expenditure 
after the passing of the new Act; then the amount of any 
increase in rates payable by the landlord; then 15 per cent. of 
the net rent, but in the case of houses already protected only 
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5 per cent. can be added in the first year; and, lastly, where 
the tenant does not do repairs, a further 25 per cent. Where 
he does part of the repairs, this will be apportioned by agree- 
ment, or by the county court But provision is made for 
suspending this last increase where ‘‘ the house is not reason 
ably fit for human habitation, or is otherwise not in a reason- 
able state of repair Here, again, the matter is referred to 
the county court. An increase of mortgage interest is allowed 
to the extent of 1 per cent. over the standard rate, subject to a 
maximum of 64 per cent. per annum, and in the case of houses 
already protected the increase during the first year must not 
exceed half per cent. An increase of half per cent. was allowed 
by the first Act of 1919, so if this has been taken advantage of, 
only another half per cent. can now be added. 

Protection from Eviction 
THE PROTECTION against eviction is contained in clause 5, 
which replaces section 1 of the second Act of 1919, and judg 
ment for possession cannot be obtained unless (a) rent is in 
arrear, or other broken; (b) there is 
annoyance to neighbours or damage to the premises ; (c) the 


tenancy obligations 
tenant has given notice to quit, and the landlord has con- 
tracted to sell or let; or (d) the landlord requires the premises 
for himself or an employee,-and ‘‘ the court is satisfied that 
alternative accommodation, reasonably equivalent as ‘regards 
rent and suitability in all respects, is available.’’ In addition, 
the court mustconsider it reasonable to make the order. This goes 
a step further in defining ‘‘ alternative accommodation,’’ but 
there is room for much difficulty in deciding how possession 
should go in any particular case It. could, however, hardly 
under the new clause an offer to allow the 
There 
is also a proviso that alternative accommodation is not to be a 


be contended that 
tenant to keep part of the premises would be sufficient 


condition, where the landlord became the owner, in the case of 
houses already protected, before 30th September, 1917, and in 
the case of houses now brought within protection, before 20th 
May, 1920, and ‘‘ in the opinion of the court greater hardship 
would be caused by refusing an order for possession than by 
vranting it.’’ Presumably this is meant to save the case of a 
person who has bought with a view to occupation, and then it. is 
left to the court to determine on the mere ground of hardship 
But the proviso is opposed to 
the scheme of the Bill, which is for the protection of tenants, 


between purchaser and tenant 


and it should, we imagine, be withdrawn Indeed, the great 
objection to this kind of legislation is the uncertainty which 
attends it No tenant can be sure of his position 

Sub-Tenants and Profiteering in Furnished 

Houses. 

THE Position of sub-tenants under the Rent 
Restriction Acts has not. been clear. Apparently, where the 
landlord is entitled to recover possession against the tenant on 
the ground of breach of covenant, he is entitled to recover 


possession against the sub-tenant as well; but where there has 


existing 


been no breach of covenant, then a sub-tenant is protected, 
even though possession can be ordered against the tenant: see 
Cottell v. Baker (ante, p. 276). It is now proposed to give 
express protection to the sub-tenant, but in a somewhat curious 
way (clause 5 (5)) An order against the tenant. will not affect 
the right of a sub-tenant to retain possession, but the sub 
tenant will become the tenant of the landlord. Thus, if the 
tenant breach of covenant, he will lose his 
interest, and the sub-tenant will become the immediate tenant 

But there is no corresponding provision in favour of an 
assignee who has taken in breach of a covenant against assign 
ment. Provision against profiteering in the letting of furnished 
houses was made by section 6 of the first 1919 Act. This is 


has sub-let. in 


reproduced in clause 9 of the Bill, the test of profiteering being 
the taking of more than 25 per cent. in excess of normal profit ; 
and clause 10 goes further, and imposes a penalty up to £100 
when, having regard to all the circumstances of the case, and 
in particular to the permitted 25 per cent., the profit is 
But no certain indication of what charge 


extortionate, 





would be extortionate is given—a very serious defect where a 
penalty is in question. Penalties are also imposed for requir- 
ing premiums as the condition for a grant of a tenancy or sub- 
tenancy (clause 8 (2)), or as a condition of delivering up 
possession to any person other than the landlord (clause 14 (2)). 
And clause 14 (1) states the conditions of the statutory 
tenancy in accordance with the current opinion as to its legal 
value. The tenant, while retaining possession under the 
statute, must observe, and is entitled to the benefit of, all the 
terms and conditions of the original contract of tenancy. The 
extension of protection to higher-rented houses is a tardy 
concession, but, of course, this kind of legislation remains 
experimental and unsatisfactory. It is, if justifiable, merely 
the choice of the lesser evil. It will be an obvious advantage 
to have a single statute, though for various purposes reference 
will still have to be made to the earlier Acts. 

Knock-Out Sales at Auction. 

In a note at p. 234 apte we dealt with the subject of what 
are known as ‘‘ knock-dut ’’ sales—i.e., where a number of 
persons combine, or form a ring, for the purpose of buying 
goods cheaply at aucti#on and subsequently selling them at their 
real value and dividing the resulting profit. On the whole, 
this proceeding appears to be illegal, as savouring of a con- 
spiracy to defraud the owner of the goods, but there is little 
real authority on the point; the only cases that appear to be 
at all relevant were cited in the observations referred to. A 
case has now come before the courts, which—if it is fought out 
to an appeal—may prove to be a test case as to the legality or 
illegality of knock-out sales. So far as it has gone, this case 
supports the view that such sales are illegal. The case referred 
to is Rawlings v. General Trading Co., decided by Mr. Justice 
SHEARMAN, in the King’s Bench Division, on 13th May last. 
The action was one for an account of certain profits, and the 
defence was a denial of the agreement alleged by the plaintiff. 
This defence broke down, and the finding of fact as to the agree- 
ment having been made was in favour of the plaintiff. But 
the circumstances were such that what was held to be an illegal 
agreement was disclosed, and judgment was actually given for 
the defendant, though without costs. The agreement held to 
be illegal was one for bringing about a knock-out sale—/.c., 
obtaining goods at auction for less than their value. The 
goods in question consisted of a quantity of Government, stores, 
and plaintiff and defendant (who each dealt in such things) 
attended the auction, but found another buyer prepared to 
bid against them. The three then entered into an agreement 
not to bid against each other, with the result that the goods 
were knocked down to them at a price some hundreds of pounds 
less than they would have fetched had there been genuine com- 
petition No reserve had been placed on the goods. The 
plaintiff then sued the defendant for his share in the profits 
made by the transaction. 


The Illegality of Knock-Out Saies. 

Mr. Justice SHearman held that a contract of the kind 
made between the plaintiff, defendant and their partner, was 
illegal, as being a clear fraud upon the seller, since the pro- 
perty put up to auction could not, under such circumstances, 
realize a fair price. In the present case the goods were the 
property of the public, and it was, in the learned Judge’s 
opinion, contrary to public policy to allow persons to combine 
for the purpose of buying the goods at less than a fair price. 
‘‘ The public was thereby clearly defrauded.’’ It is not quite 
plain—but a fuller report will no doubt bring this out— 
whether the agreement held illegal was so held because the 
goods were public property and it was the community at large 
that was defrauded, or whether it was intended to lay down 
the general principle that such an agreement was illegal with 
respect to any goods put up for sale at any auction, by whom- 
soever owned. Still less is it clear whether the principle of the 
decision was intended to apply to land as well as goods. The 
present case, therefore, does not, so far, carry us much beyond 
the case of Levi v. Levi (1833, 6 C. & P. 239), referred to in our 
former note, Mr, Justice SHzanman, however, observed that 
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the case was “‘ certain to go further,’’ and we may therefore 
hope that this question wil! shortly receive authoritative judi- 
cial elucidation. Meanwhile, the practical precaution to be 
observed by all owners of property put up for sale at auction 
is to fix a sufficiently high reserve price in all cases 









Condition in Will Requiring ‘‘ Residence.” 

‘“‘ ResIpE’’ sEEMs to be one of those words whose meaning 
is extremely difficult to define apart from a context. In prac 
tical questions of construction it seems to be almost colourless 
—perhaps chameleon-like would be more accurate—when 
severed from the context. Such questions usually arise when a 
condition in a will requiring a donee to “‘ reside ’’ somewhere 
has to be interpreted. The difficulty of fixing the meaning of 
the word is strikingly illustrated in one of the leading: cases on 
the subject, where the court confessed that it could not ‘‘ see 
clearly what it was the testator meant ’’: Fillingham v. 
Bromley (1823, T. & R. 530). In that case the result of this 
lack of “‘ visiility ’’ was that the donee’s estate was held not 
to have been forfeited because he did not (as was claimed against 
him) “‘ live and reside ’’ on the estate devised by will. In 
another much more recent case a forfeiture for breach of a con- 
dition requiring a female donee to ‘‘ reside during her life 
time ’’ in a certain house was saved by reading into the condi- 
tion another condition, which was void as being in restraint 
of marriage: He Wright (1907, 1 Ch. 231). In other cases, 
again, the court has been satisfied not, to declare a forfeiture 
where ‘‘ the words of the will have not been fulfilled literally,’’ 
but “‘ have been substantially complied with.’’ This hap- 
pened in Re Moir (1884, 25 Ch. D. 605), and the donee was 
held to have avoided forfeiture, although he had actually been 
present in the house for eighteen days only in the course of 
the year, the condition requiring him to “‘ reside ’’ for at least 
six months in each year. 



























When Condition Broken. 

IN SEVERAL cases, however, the donee has not been so for 
tunate, and the condition of residence has been held not to 
have been complied with. A leading decision of this kind is 
Walcot v. Botfield (1854, Kay, 534). There the meaning of the 
word ‘‘ residence ’’ was discussed at some length by Sir W. 
Pace Woop, and it was held that ‘‘ personal residence ’’ was 
meant in the case before the court. The condition in the will 
required the donee to ‘‘ reside at my said mansion-house for 
a period of six months in each year,’’ and in default the pro- 
perty was given over. The Vice-Chancellor discussed the diffi- 
culty of interpreting the word ‘‘ residence,’’ particularly when 
no limitation of time is stated (though this was not so in the 
case before him), and contrasted ‘‘ residence ’’ with ‘‘ domicil.’’ 
“ Residence,’’ he said, ‘‘implies in all cases personal presence in 
the locality at some period or other . to say that a person 
can be resident in any sense who has never been personally 
present at the place would be an entire contradiction of the 
terms employed.’’ ‘The report im this case concludes with a 
question from one of the counsel, ‘‘ Whether it was necessary 
to spend the night of a day of residence at the house? ’’ To 
which the Vice-Chancellor, with due solemnity, answered 
“ that he thought that was not necessary, but that if the owner 
were personally present at the house for any part of one day 
that would be a sufficient residence for that day.’ This 
pointedly illustrates the difficulty of interpretation referred 
to. A very similar case to Walcot v. Botfield has just come 
before the Court of Appeal. In Re Vivian, Lord Swansea 
was tenant for life of Singleton, near Swansea, and was 
entitled, under his uncle’s will, to the income of a considerable 
sum of money so long as he should ‘‘ reside at Singleton for at 
least: six weeks in every year.’’ Lord Swansea occupies Single 
ton for only four weeks in 191§ and 1916. whilst in 1917 and 
1918 he never went there at all. There was. however, a small 
staff of servants kept there all the time. It was held, affirming 
Mr. Justice Russet, that the condition of residence had not 
been complied with, and Lord Swansea was no longer entitled 
to the income from the fund. 





































Women as Clerks to Justices. 

A curious appeal came before the House of Lords in Frost 
v. Rex (Times, 28th ult.). Here a lady had been appointed 
clerk to the Petty Sessional Justices of County Clare, Lreland ; 
but the Lord-Lieutenant refused to confirm the appointment, 
As, however, his refusal was expressly based, not on her per- 
sonal unsuitability, but on the ground that a common law 
disqualification of the female sex for this office existed, the 
lady was in order in taking proceedings by way of ‘‘ Petition 
of Right for a declaration that no such disqualification 
exists. She took proceedings, accordingly, in the Irish Courts, 
but failed both in the court of first instance and in the Court 
of Appeal. Then she appealed to the House of Lords, but in 
the meantime the Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act, 1919, 
had become law. The declaration, if granted, would therefore 
be unnecessary and useless; but, of course, the decision of the 
court might affect: costs. The House of Lords had, therefore, 
to consider whether it would allow its time to be taken up in 
arguing a purely academic question of merely historical im 
namely, whether or not prior to the Act the dis- 


portance 
Generally the court will not discuss 


qualification had existed 
mere hypothetical and academic questions of law, either on a 
declaration or on fictitious pleadings. But the present case is 
rather different; for the actual appointment of justices still 
stood, and would be valid if the Lord-Lieutenant were ordered 
to confirm it In these circumstances the House decided to 
adjourn the case in order to afford the Lord-Lieutenant an 
opportunity of rescinding his disallowance, in which case 
further argument would be unnecessary 


Corroboration in Bastardy. 

So FAR as we know, the doctrine has never been laid down 
before that many pieces of testimony, not one of which is legal 
evidence, may by their cumulative effort become legal evidence 
Yet this is exactly what the Divisional Court has in terms 
decided (Avory, J diss.) in Thomas v. Jones (Times, 27th 
ult.). In this case, justices had bastardy order 
against a farmer, one of whose female servants had a child. 
Under section 4 of the Bastardy Law Amendment Act, 1872, 
corroboration of the woman’s evidence is necessary. Here a 
number of facts were alleged as corroboration, none of which 
in the court’s opinion amounted singly to any evidence of 
corroboration at all. They were, first, that the farmer did not 
turn her out of the house on discovering her pregnancy ; 
second, that he did not ask the father’s name; and thirdly, 
that he did not reply to a letter threatening him with bastardy 
Each of these alone is in no way inconsistent 
with innocence, and the court so held But it also held that 
their cumulative effect might amount to corroboration. This 
seems a novel and an illogical, as well as a dangerous doctrine, 
especially as bastardy orders are enforceable by quasi criminal 
process, as Mr. Justice Avory pointed out. 


made a 


proceedings. 


Disqualification Through Interest. 


In these days, when adult citizen, male or female, 
married or single, rich or a pauper, is eligible for election to 
the countless municipal and Local Government authorities 
which fill the land, the case of Hngland v. Inglis (1920, W N. 
185) is of special interest and importance to solicitors called 
on to act as the legal advisers of aspirants to public honours. 
Few municipal candidates,.we believe, know how narrow are 
the meshes in the net which catches the councillor who has 
some business connection with his council. Section 12 (1) of 
the Municipal Corporations Act, 1887, enacts that A person 
shall be disqualified for being a councillor if and while 
es (c) has directly or indirectly, by himself or his 
partner, any share or interest in any contract or employment 
with, by, or on behalf of the council ’’. and section 41 
(1) imposes liability to a fine, not exceeding £50, and re 
coverable by the familiar device of a penal action, on any dis- 
qualified councillor who acts in any corporate capacity after 


every 
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becoming disqualified. It has never yet been decided, we 
believe, whether a wife or husband is interested ‘‘ indirectly ”’ 
‘* employment ’’ the Council and 
the other spouse—c.y., is the husband or wife of a Council 
teacher disqualified from sitting on the Council. Sooner 
or later this (and a host of similar questions) are bound to 
But the question, What is meant by having “ any 
with, by 


in a contract of between 


arise. 
share or interest’ in any “' 
or on behalf of the Council, is still vague and equally im 
portant. It was pointed out by the late Lord LINDLEY in 
Nutton v. Wilson (1889, B. D. 744), that the object of 
this and similar statutory provisions is to prevent a conflict 


contract or employment ”’ 


"9 


between ‘‘ interest.’’ and duty ’’ on the part of any coun 
cillor. Therefore the term ‘“‘ interest must be given the 
wide meaning of any connection with a contract, &., 


which ordinarily and reasonably would give the person possess 
ing such connection a strong bias against his duty as a coun 
cillor. Such an interest to ‘‘p 
interests, but, on the other hand, it must be more than merely 


is not confined cuniary ”’ 


* sentimental England vy. Inglis It must be some 
‘** material,’’ as opposed to a moral, social, or intellectual 
interest, but need not tend to the pecuniary advantage of the 
person having the interest (i//d.) An economic interest, 


individual or collective, is perhaps the modern way of giving 
a name to this idea. 

The vagueness of this judicial definition needs no comment. 
But it has just been accepted and applied by the Divisional 
Court in England v. Inglis (supra), a case which therefore 
merits an analysis of its facts. Here the ‘defendant was an 
alderman of the City of York. He was a jeweller and an 
optician by trade. The former business the father managed in 
person at one address; the latter business his son managed for 
him, as an employee, at a salary, and not as a partner, at a 
different place. The Education Committee of the City re 
quired spectacles for the children with defective eyesight in 
the Council's rate-supported schools. They entered into a 
contract with the alderman’s son in his personal capacity, and 
not as the manager of his father’s business—this point is 
very important. In accordance with the terms of this contract 
the son attended at the school clinic, took instructions from 
the ophthalmic surgeon, ordered the spectacles from London 
from his father’s wholesale dealers in his own name, paid 
for them by his private cheque drawn on his private banking 
account, received the corporation cheque made out to him- 
self in his own name, and paid it into his private account. 
He also kept in name separate accounts for his 
transactions. So far the father seems in no way connected 
with the transaction. It seems a private deal by the son on 
his own behalf solely. But here came in a complication. The 
son carried on this private work from his father’s shop (whence 
he sent letters, &c.), and in his hours of employment with his 
father, and the spectacles were sent to him in cases marked 
with his father’s name. These facts make a difference. Let 
us eliminate altogether the relationship of blood between son 
and father. Having so eliminated it, does there remain any 
indirect connection (of course there is none ‘‘ direct ’’) between 
the alderman and this extra job of his manager ? 

It is a fine question, The county court judge at York, who 
had jurisdiction to try the penal action brought by a woman 
informer against the defendant alderman, tried the case with a 
jury. The jury found asa fact that the father derived no direct 
pecuniary profit from the contract of his son, but that it was 
mixed up inextricably with his own business as an optician, 
that he paid partly for its carrying out, that it helped to 
advertise him, and that in this indirect way he got a material 
benefit out of the contract. This view the judge accepted as 
sufficient to support a judgment for the plaintiff, and the 
Divisional Court upheld him. The case, on the whole, seems 
to have been correctly decided. But it illustrates how very 
easy it is for the unwary, but quite honest, councillor to fall 
into the trap dug for him by the statutory draftsman. A 
question arises in all these cases. In a penal action, of 


his owntl 


course, the court does not possess the power conferred in 


Act, 1907, of dismissing a charge, although an offence has 
been technically committed, where ‘‘ extenuating circum. 
stances’’ are shewn. In ordinary civil actions any such dis- 
cretion in favour of a defendant cannot be reserved to the 
judge. But penal actions form a class by themselves, and 
here the Legislature might well give some discretion to the 
trial judge. A precedent exists in the discretion as regards 
costs which, to a very limited degree, is conferred on a judge 
trying a case with the help of a jury. 








Books of the Week. 


Law.—The German Treaty Text. With 
topeRT Cecit. Preface by H. W. V. 
Published under the auspices 
Henry Frowde ; Hodder 


International 
Introduction by Lord 
FeMPERLEY, and a Brief Commentary. 
of the Institute of International Affairs. 
& Stoughton. net. 


Elections.—The Powers, Duties and Liabilities of an Election 
Agent and of a Returning Officer at a Parliamentary Flection in 
England and Wales, including the Law and Practice of Election 
Petitions. By the late Frank R. Parker. Third Ediiion. By 
Oscar F. Dowson, Barrister-at-Law. Chas. Knight & Co. (Limited), 
63s. net. 

Education.—The Education Acts, 1870-1929,and Other Acts 
Relating to Education ; with Notes on the Statutory Provisions, 
and an Appendix Containing the School Sites Acts, Orders in 
Council and Rules, &e, &e. First Twenty Editions by Sir 
Hucs Owen, G.C.B., Barrister-at-Law. 21st Edition by Sir Joun 
Lirursy, C.B., LL.B. (London), Barrister-at-Law, sometime Legal 
Adviser to the Local Government Board. Chas. Knight & Co. 
(Limited). 57s. 6d. net. 

Criminal Appeals.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Title Page and 
Indexes. Vol. 14. Edited by Herman Conen, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 7s. 6d. net. 

Compensation.—The Assessment of Compensation under the 
Provisions of the Acquisition of Land (Assessment of Compensation) 
Act, 1919. By W. Everarp Dicksen, Barrister-at-Law. The 
Estates Gazette (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Canada Law Journal.—April, 1920. Canada Law Book 
Co. (Limited), Toronto. 
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Correspondence. 


An Edinburgh Reviewer on the League. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


ipropos of your note in the Soxicrrors’ Journa of 
22nd May, perhaps it may be worth while, at least from the point 
of view of bibliographical information, to observe that a study of 
the ‘Prisoners of War Information Bureau in London was written 
by Mr. Roxburgh and published under official auspices in 1915. 
In the same year an article from him upon the legal position of 
the Declaration of London was published in the Journal of this 
Society. In 1917 Mr. Roxburgh contributed a monograph upon 
International Conventions and Third States to Professor Oppen- 
heim’s series of ‘‘ Contributions to International Law and 
Diplomacy.”’ Last year the Journal of this Society contained 
another article from his pen upon the ‘‘ Changes in the Con- 
ception of Neutrality.’’ Having regard to his continued study of 
and interest in the subject of international law, it is natural that 
the publishers of Professor Oppenheim’s work should have en- 
trusted the new edition to him. 
C. E. A. Bepwe.z, Hon. Secretary. 

Society of Comparative ary 

1, Elm Court, Temple, London, E.C. 4. 


[We are obliged ta Mr. Bedwell for giving this information. It 
justifies our estimate of the articlean the Edinburgh Review, and 
is an interesting supplement to our note. The article was based 
on recent works of the late Rev. T. J. Lawrence and Professor 
Oppenheim, and we are glad to hear that Mr. Roxburgh is to be 
the editor of Professor Oppenheim’s well-known and valuable 
work on International Law.—Eb. S.J.] 


er, 


22nd May. 


The Kang has been pleased on the recommendation of the Secretary for 
Scotland, to approve the appointment of Mr. John Wilson, K.C., to be 





criminal proceedings by section 1 of the Probation of Offenders 


one of the Senators of His Majesty's College of Juetice in Scotland, in 
room of the Hon. Lord Guthrie, deceased. 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


WELD-BLUNDELL v STEPHENS. 9th, 20th and 23rd February ; 
13th May. 
PRINCIPAL AND AGENT—CONFIDENTIAL INSTRUCTIONS CONTAINING 
LaBeELLous STATEMENTS—PUBLICATION OWING TO NEGLIGENCE OF AGENT 
Recovery or Damaces sy Persons LipeLtep—ACTION BY PRINCIPAL 
AGAINST AGENT FoR INDEMNITY—MEASURE OF DAMAGES. 


The appellant employed the respondent, an accountant, to investigate 
the affairs of a company which he had largely financed. The respon- 
dent’s partner, who was entrusted to make the investigation, mislaid a 
letter of instruction from the appellant to the respondent, which con 
tained libellous statements about third parties. The letter wus read by 
Mr. Hurst, the manager of the company, and its contents communicated 
to the third parties, with the result that the two persons defamed sued 
the appellant, and recovered damages and costs against him, which 
amounted to some £1,770. The appellant then sued the respondent for 
breach of an implied duty to keep secret the letter of «natruction 
The trial was before Darling, J., and a jury, and the qury found for 
the appellant, with £650 damages, but the learned Judge, holding that 
the action was not maintainable, entered judgment for the respondent 


The Court of Appeal (Scrutton, L.J., dissenting) conside red that the 
action was maintainable, and that the appellant was entitled to nomanal 
damages for breach of duty to keep secret the contents of a confiden- 
tial letter, and they awarded him 40s. But they held that any further 
damages, being in the nature of an indemnity for the consequences o/ 
his own wrongful act, could not be recovered by him. 

Heiu (Lord Finlay and Lord Parmoor dissenting), that the appeal 
failed. The appellant could not complain that he had been ordered to 
pay by a court of law damages and costs in the libel actions, and could 
not therefore recover from tne respondent damages which resulted 
from the appellant’s wrongdoing. Assuming that the damages were 
not simply caused by the appellant's publication of the libel, they were 
due to the intervention of the manager, and there was no evidence in 
law to support the finding of the jury on this point. On the question 
whether there was a duty as agent to keep secret confidential com 
munications, the decision of the Court below was also upheld. 


Decision of the Court of Appeal (63 Soricrrors’ Journat, 301; 
1919, 1 K. &. 520) affirmed. 


Appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal (Bankes and Warring 
ton, uJJ., Scrutton, L.J., dissenting), setting aside a judgment ot 
Darling, J., and giving judgment for the appellant for nominal damages 
The facts sufficiently appear from the headnote 

After consideration, Tue Hovsr, by a majority, dismissed the 
appeal. 

Lord Fintay said it was not disputed that the respondent was 
guilty of a breach of duty as agent, and that the direct consequence 
of that breach was the bnnging py two gentlemen of actions for libel 
which, but for the respondent’s breach of duty, would never have been 
brought. There was no legal principle to exclude the damages in such 
actions from being taken into account in estimating the damages 
payable by the agent. To hold that no such damages could be 
recovered would be to give practical immunity in many cases to 
agents who had allowed the secrets of their principals to become 
known. This was an action for breach of duty by an agent in failing 
to take proper care of a document entrusted to him. It was admitted 
that he had failed to discharge that duty, and the very thing happened 
which it was his duty to guard against. The appeal should be allowed, 
and judgment for £650 entered for the appellant, with costs. 

Lord Parmoor read a judgment agreeing with Lord Finlay. 

Lord Duneptn differed. There was no evidence which entitled the 
jury to give the affirmative answer to the question whether the actions 
for libel and the damages recovered were the natural and probable 
consequence of the proved negligence of the respondent. He 
thought that the words used by Tindal, C.J., in Ward vy. 
Weekes (7 Bing. 215) applied here, because it was the repeti 
tion by Mr. Hurst, the manager, to the two gentlemen defamed, 
which was the voluntary act of a free agent over whom the respondent 
had no control, and for whose acts he was not answerable, that was 
the immediate cause of the appellant’s damage. He agreed with the 
Court of Appeal and thought the appeal should be dismissed. 

Lord Sumner, in agreement with Lord Dunedin, said it was argued 
that the respondent was liable for any damage which was “a natural 
consequence,” or ‘‘a natural and necessary consequence,’ of his 
breach of duty; that the conduct of Mr. Hurst was “ under the cir- 
cumstances probable,’’ and that Mr. Stephens was therefore respon- 
sible for it; that the respondent’s breach of duty was “the effective 
cause of the litigation,” and that Mr. Hurst’s intervening negligence 
did not affect this result. What were “natural, probable, and neces 
sary ’’ consequences? Everything that happened happened in the order 
of nature, and was therefore “ natural.”” Nothing that happened by 
the free choice of a thinking man was “ necessary,” except in the 
sense of predestination. To speak of “‘ probable ’’ consequence was to 
throw everything upon the jury. It was tautologous to speak of 





“ effective cause, or to say that damages too remote from the caus¢é 
were irrecoverable, for an effective cause was simply that which caused, 
and in law what was ineffective or too remote was not a cause at all. 
He still ventured to think that “direct cause '’ was the best expres- 
sion Proximate cause "’ had acquired a special connotation through 
its use in reference to contracts of insurance. ‘* Direct cause”’ ex- 
cluded what was indirect, conveyed the essential distinction, which 

usa sans and causa sine qud non rather cumbeously indicated, and 
was consistent with the possibility of the concurrence of more direct 
causes than one, operating at the same time and leading to a common 
result. It was said that the jury's third finding was conclusive 
becuuse there was evidence to go to the jury which would support 
it That evidence was either the respondent's admission that’ he 
realised that the letter was dangerous, or it was the general effect of 
the circumstances of the case as a jury would regard them. He could 
not see that there was any evidence in law in either case, because he 
could not see that the mere probability that actions might be brought 
for the libels could turn Mr. Hurst's act into the respondent's act. 
It might be material if the question of want of care were in dispute, 
but it was not. Remoteness of damage was a question of cause and 
effect—a different question. That a jury could finally make A liable 
for B ts merely because they thought it was antecedently probable 
that B would act as he did, apart from A’s authority or intention, 
seemed to him to be contrary to principle and unsupported by 
authority He thought that the appeal failed, and should be dismissed 
with costs 

Lord WRenbURY agreed in the appeal being dismissed. Appeal dia 
missed.—Counse., for the appellant, Langdon, K.C., J. B. Matthews, 
K.C., Lever and d’ Albuquerque; for the respondent, Douglas Hogg, 
K.C und Hastings, K.C., Sotictrors, J. S. Blanchensee & Co.; 
(jsuedalla, Jacobaon, A Spyer 


[Reported by Exsxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


DAVIES v. THOMAS. No. 1. 29th and 30th April. 


ACIION— MASTER AND SERVANT—RuvLes or ASSOCIATION OF EMPLOYER? 
Restraint or Trape—Emrioyer Inpucep ro Dismiss SerRvant— 
COERCION—PEACEABLE PERSUASION—-PROTECTION OF MutvuaL INTERESTS 

Trapve Union. 

sation of employers in the same trade 
and in the stme district was that, tf an employee left his employer, no 
other member of the association should employ him for a period of 
twelve months 1 member having disregarded this rule, and having 
of a traveller who had lately left the employment 
if another member, and who at once began to canvass hig former cua- 
tomera, the as vation held a meeting and persuaded the employer to 
carry out the rule gnd give notice of dismissal to the employee. The 
latter then brought an action for an injunction against the officers of 
the association. 


One i the rules of an asso 


engaged the services 


Held, that, although the rule was unenforceable at law as, being in 
unreasonable restraint of trade, no action would lie, aa no threata or 
coercion or other illegal means were used to obtain the employee's dw- 
missdal, otherwise a rightful act. 

Decision of P. O. Lawrence, J., affirmed. 

Allen v. Flood (1898, A.C. 1) applied. 

Appeal from a decision of P. O. Lawrence, J. (reported 64 Soxtcrtors’ 
JournaL, 115) The defendant Thomas and his three co-defendanta 
were officials of the West and Mid-Wales Yeast Dealers’ Association, a 
trade union consisting of practically all the wholesale and retail yeass 
dealers employing labour in the district in question. By rule 2, the 
objects of the association were defined 4s being (a) to enable the mem- 
bers to meet from time to time for mutual counsel, (6) to advise mem- 
bers of all defaulters, (c) to improve the tone of the trade generally, 
and create a more amicable feeling among the members. By rule 20 
it was provided ; ‘‘On an employee leaving an employer who is @ 
member of the association, the employer shall (if so desirous) report 
the same to the secretary, who shall advise all the members, and no 
other member of the association shall employ or supply him for twelve 
months The plaintiff had been in the employment of the defendant 
Williams, the secretary of the association, a yeast dealer at Neath, and 
in February, 1919, left this work, and being under no restrictive cove- 
nant, entered the service of Hopkins, another member of the associa- 
tion, as traveller for the sale of yeast in Neath and district, and 
immediately began to canvass his old customers on behalf of Hopkins, 
The defendant Williams, discovering this, summoned a meeting of the 
association, who pressed Hopkins to dismiss the plaintiff, as a person 
whom he had engaged in breach of the rules. Hopkins refused to do 
so at first, but was ultimately persuaded, and gave the — a 
month's notice to leave him. The plaintiff then brought this action 
against the defendants for an injunction to restrain them from inter- 
fering so as to induce Hopkins to break his contract with him, or to 
cease to employ him. P. O. Lawrence, J., held that, though rule 20 
was void and unenforceable (Mineral » ater Bottle, d&c., Society v. 
Booth, 1887, Ch. D. 436) that did not make it an offence at common 
law. The sole motive which actuated the defendants in inducing Hop- 
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kins to dismiss the plaintiff was to protect their common trade interests, 


and they had used no coercion in so inducing him. He therefore dis- 
- missed the action. The plaintiff appealed 


Tue Court dismissed the appeal 


Lord Srennpate, M.R., in his judgment, said that the plaintiff had 
got together a considerable connection of customers while in the em- 
ployment of Williams, and there could be no doubt that he intended 
to take over a large. part of the conhection so fermed to become cus 
tomers of Hopkins. * The plaintiff, to do him justice, did not deny 
that. He was asked whether he had any intention of canvassing cus 
tomers whom he had got for Mr. Williams, and he replied that he 
intended to canvass everybody and anybody. The plaintiff was doing 
what it was his legal right to do; there wage no restrictive covenant 
binding upon him, therefore he was legally justified in taking away 
customers from his old to his new employer. He (his lordship) would 
express no opinion whether it was a fair thing to do, but it was conduct 
which the defendant Williams would naturally resent, and if it became 
the regular practice, objection would be taken to it by traders and 
traders’ associations generally. Williams, in writing to the plaintiff, 
deacribed it as a “dirty action.’’ Hopkins refused to give the plain 
tiff notice to leave his employmeat, and thereupon Williams issued a 
notice convening a medting of the association to enforce rule 20. His 
lordship read rule 20, and proceeding, said that according to the decision 
in Mineral Water Bottle, &c.. Society v. Booth (36 Ch. D., 465) it was a 
rule which was void as being contrary to public policy. The meeting 
took place, and there was an animated, if not a heated, discussion, and 
the members urged Hopkins, though without any coercion or threats, to 
dismiss the plaintiff. The matter was again discussed at tea. After tea 
moat of the members left, including the defendants Thomas, Reynolds 
and Rice, but the discussion was continued by the remaining members, 
ind ultimately Hopkins agreed to give the plaintiff a month’s notice 
The learned Judge accepted the evidence of the defendant Williams as to 
vhat happened at the meeting, and found upon that evidence that there 
was no threat or coercion employed against Hopkins at all. The plain- 
tiff’s case was that there was a combination of persons to exercise un 
lawful pressure, that such pressure began at the meeting, and was exer 
cised until Hopkins agreed to give the notice. Of course, one might 
have threats, coercion, or pressure without any threats being actually 
put into words. The evidence of Williams having been accepted, and 
Hopkins not having been called, he (his lordship) could not see his way 
to differ from the finding of the learned Judge, that there had been 
no such coercion exercised. It might be said that the official position 
of the defendants was sufficient to constitute coercion, but the finding 
of the learned Judge had negatived that contention. The question, then, 
was whether on the facts the plaintiff had established a cause of «ction 
The Court had been referred to all the cases bearing upon the subject, 
Alien v. Flood (supra), Quinn v. Leathem (1901, A. C. 495), and others, 
but the present case depended upon the facts, and did not require a 
statement of all the principles which might govern a case of that kind 
As to the liability of an individual, the law wae well stated by Lord 
Watson in Allen ¥. Flood (1898, A. C. 1, at p. 96): There are, in my 
opinion, two grounds only upon which a person who procures the act of 
nother can be made legally responsible for its consequences. In the 
first place, he will incur liability if he knowingly and for hic own ends 
induces that other person to commit an actionable wrong. In the second 
place, when the right induced is within the right of the immediate 
actor, and is therefore not wrongful so far as he is concerned, it may 
vet be to the detriment of a third party, and in that case, according 
to the law laid down by the majority in Lumley v. Gye (2 E. & B 
216), the inducer may be held liable if he can be shewn to have procured 
hia object by the use of illegal means directed against that third party. 
Hopkins was entirely within his legal rights in giving the plaintiff 
notice to leave his employment. Although inducement to break a con 
tract might be actionable, inducement not to continue a person in an 
employment was only illegal if it was exercised by the use of illegal 
means. He (his lordship) did not think that there was any difference 
in principle in a case where the inducement was that of a number of 
persons. The cases shewed that the proposition, that, to be actionable, 
the means used must be illegal, applied as much to inducements by 1 
number of persons acting together as to inducement by a single person 
The appellant had contended for a very wide proposition—viz., that 
where one had a number of persons in combination, any inducement 
by one or other of them to prevent the others from dealing with or 
employing one of them was actionable. He (his lordship) could not 
accept that contention. It had keen ably argued by Mr. Roope Reeve 
that those persons were engaged in an illegal conspiracy because they 
were combining to carry outa rule which was unenforceable as contrary 
to public policy so as to injure another person. But there was no 
attempt to induce Hopkins to give notice to the plaintiff to leave his 
employment in any event What was suggested was that Hopkins 
should no longer continue to employ the plaintiff for the purpose of 
canvaasi ig the defendant Williams's customers. The general question | 
did not arise. The learned Judge found there was only a request to 
and persuasion of Hopkins, and that no illegal means were used to carr 
out whet was a rightful act in itself The plaintiff had not, establishea 
that he had any cause of action. There was nothing in the learned 
Judge's judgment to call in question. The appeal, therefore, would bx 
dismissed. 


Warrinoton, L.J., and Youncszr, L..7. delivered judgment # the 


same effect.—CounseL, Schwabe, K.C., and R. Roope Reeve ; Jenkine, 
K.C., and Lyttleton Chubb. Souicrrors, Corbin, Greener. & Cook , 
Indermaur & Brown. 

(Reported by H. Laxeronp Lewis, Barrieterat-Lew.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Ke WILKINS. WILKINS v. WILKINS. Sargant,J. 3rd May. 


Witt—Girt or Restpve to Five Namgep Persons—Copici—REvoca. 
TION OF Girt 1n WILL As TO One or THEM—CONFIRMATION OF WILL 
4s Mopiriep By CopiciL 
Where @ testator bequeathed his residue by will to five named per- 

sons, and by his codicil revoked the gift as to one of them, and hotch 

potted certain payments made to another, and thereafter directed that 
such residue should be divided between the persons entitled thereto, 


subject to the same hotchpocting, and im other respects confprmea 
Ais wul, 


Held, that the revocation of the gift caused that share to be undw. 
posed of. 


Re Palmer (1893, 3 CA. 369) jollowed. 
Re Whiting (1913, 2 CA. 1) dtssented from. 


But the direction in the latter part of the codicil, that the residue 
should be divided between the children entitled to the same, was a 
disposition of the whole of the testator’s residue in favour of the 
persons named in the will as modified by the first part of the codiwu 


This was a summons to determine the question whether, on the true 
construction of a will and codicil, a certain share of residue was divi 
sible among named persons or undisposed of. The facts were as 
follows :—'Lhe testator, by his will dated 25th September, 1907, devised 
and bequeathed all the residue of his real and personal estate unto his 
five children, H. F. Wilkins, H. Wilkins, F. L. Wilkins, C. Pelkington, 
aml L. A. Ward, in equal shares as tenants in common. In 1914 H. 
Wilkins was adjudicated a bankrupt, and had not obtained his dis 
charge. In 1915 the testator, after obtaining knowledge of this bank 
ruptcy, made a codicil to his will, whereby he revoked the gift of a 
share of the residue to H. Wilkins, and provided that L. A. Ward 
should bring mto hotchpot a sum which he had paid for her benetit, 
and declared that the residue should be divided between the children 
entitled to the same in such manner that the share of the said L. A. 
Ward should be less in amount than the shares of his other chiidren 
By the said sum Subject as aforesaid, he confirmed his said will. 
The testator died in 1917, and this summons was taken out by his 
executors. It was argued that there was an intestacy-as to H. Wiikins’ 
one-fifth share of residue, or that the whole residue went to the other 
four children. Many cases were referred to, including Harris ¥y 
Davis (1844, 1 Coll. 416) and Re Wood’s Will (29 Beav. 236), and the 
cases referred to in the judgment. 

SARGANT, J., after stating the facts, said : The decision of Joyce, J., 
in Re Whiting (supra) is quite inconsistent with the decisions in Sykes 
v. Sykes and Cheslyn and Creswell (1762, 2 Eden, 123, affirmed 3 Bro 
P. ©, 246) and He Palmer (supra). This last case did not depend on 
any paseo language in the will: see ubi supra, at pp. 372, 373. 
Re Whiting cannot be supported accordingly. But for the provisions 
of clause 5 of the codicil, the share of Narold Wilkins in the testator’s 
will would have been undisposed of. The direction, however, in 
clause 3 of the codicil, that the residue shall be divided between the 
children entitled to the same is a disposition of the whole of the 
testator’s residuary real and personal estate in favour of the children 
named,in clause & of the will as modified by clause 2 of the codicil. 
and therefore the revoked share is divisible between the children named 
fn clause 8 of the will other than Harold Wilkins.—Counsex.. Green- 
land; R. H. Hodge; Sheldon. Soxicrrors, H. WB. Aston; Turry, Sher. 
lock, & King. 

[Reported by Leoxanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Be DILKE. He DILKE’S SETTLEMENT TRUSTS. VEREY v. DILKE. 
Peterson, J. 29th and 30th April. 


PowreR oF APPOINTMENT—GENERAL PoweR—ExmrcisaBLeE By Deep 
WitH CONSENT oF THE TRUSTEES—DonorR A PERSON OF UNSOUND MIND 
Nor so Founp—Svussequent Recovery—Dexep ExERcisinc Power 
Wrrn Consent or Trusters to Such Persons as Donor SHov.p 
BY WiLL or Copici, AppoInT—APPOINTMENT By CopIcIL—VALIDITY. 
By a deed of settlement made in pursuance of a@ compromise 
approved by the Chancery Division and the Master in Lunacy, and to 
which A. B., a person of unsound mind not so found by inquisition, 
was a party by his receiver, the ineome of the settlement fund was 
to be paid to A. B. for life, and after his death the fund was to be 
im trust for such person or persona as A. B., with the consent or 
concurrence of the @rustees, or a majority of them, should by deed 
appoint. A. B. recovered, and exeeuted a deed of appointment, with 
the consent or concurrence of the truatees, appointing to such persons 
as he should by will or codicil appoint, and afterwards executed « 
codicd to his will appointing this fund as therein mentioned. 
Held, that the consent related merely to the exercise of the power, 


pal not to the selection of the appointees, and accordingly it was 
goor . 


This was a summons to determine whether a certain person was 








entitled at a particular date to exercise a power of appointment, and 
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May 29, 1920 
whether that power had been properly exercised. In 1914 an indenture 
of settlement was entered into, in pursuance of a compromise which had 
been approved of by the Lunacy Master and by a Judge of the 
Chancery Division. One party thereto was A. B., a person of unsound 
mind not so found by inquisition, by his receiver, and the fund was 
settled upon trust to pay the income thereof during the life of A. B 
as therein mentioned,-and after his death, subject to certain trusts 
which failed, in trust for such person or persons as A. B., with the con 
sent and concurrence in the deed of the trustees should by deed per 
sonally appoint, and in default of appointment upon certain other trusts 
On 19th April, 1918, A. B., who had then recovered, and was no 
longer subject to lunacy jurisdiction, with the consent of the 
trustees who signed, appointed that the trustees should stand possessed 
of the settled fund in trust for such person or persons and purposes 
as A. B. should by will or codicil appoint. In Mav. 1918, A. B. made 
a codicil to his will, and after referring to the deed and the power 
thereby conferred, appointed that the settlement trustees should pay 
and transfer the fund in manner therein mentioned. In December 
he died, and this summons was taken out. 

Pererson, J., after stating the facts, said: The question is really 
one of construction, and may be put in this way: Does the consent 
which is referred to in the power of appointment mean that the settle 
ment trustees have to consider and approve the actual person in whose 
favour it is proposed that the power shall be exercised, or does the 


consent relate, not to the selection of the appointees, but merely to 











the exercise of the power? That is to say: Is it required for the 
purpose of establishing as far as possible—not conclusively, but as far 
as possible—that A. B. was in a fit condition to exercise the power? 
Omitting the requirement of the consent and concurrence of the 


trustees, there can be no doubt that the power would have been ap 
simple general power, authorizing A. B. to appoint by another deed 
for such purposes as he should by will appoint, and it would 
undoubtedly have authorized what in fact was done. The general 
power would also have authorized an appointment by A. B. to him 
self, so that the fund would fall into his own property, and could be 
disposed of by him as he thought fit as soon as the power had been 
exercised. It would also have enabled him to appoint for such pur 
poses as another person should appoint. Having regard to the fact 
that without the words relative to the consent and concurrence of the 
trustees there would be a simple general power enabling that to be 
done which has been done, does the introduction of those words alter 
what would otherwise be a general power so as to restrict it in such 
a way as to prevent A. B. from doing that which he otherwise would 
have been entitled to do under the general power, or does it merely 
impose upon the trustees the duty of ascertaining whether or not A. B 
is, in their opinion, in such a condition of mind as to be a fit person 
for the exercise of the power of appointment itself? In my view, th 
true meaning of the clause is that it is equivalent to a declaration 
that the trustees are to stand possessed of the trust funds in trust for 
such person or persons as A. B. shall by deed personally appoint, such 
appointment to be made with the consent and concurrence of the 
trustees, but not less than three nor more than four. Therefore, in 
the result I have come to the conclusion that the power has’ been 
properly exercised.—Counset, G. R. Northcote; Drighton Pollock; 
Droop; J. T. Prior; Hughes, K.C., Vaisey and Knowles Corries; 
Bryan Farrer. Sovicrrors, Stow, Preston d: Lyttelton: Lewis & Lewis: 
Le thbridge, Vone y d Prior: Pre ston d Foster, Ruseaell-¢ 0 rhe d | 
Co.; Farrar & Co 

[Reported by Lronanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
LANGRICK ». LANGRICK AND FUNNELL. Duke, P. 19th February 
Drvorce—Hvuspann’s Suit—No Know ence py Co-ResponpDENT THAT 
RESPONDENT was a Marriep Woman—Discretion or Covrt as 1% 
Damices AnD Costs 
In a case where the cn respondent doea not know that the resnondent 
was u merried woman, the Court has ac mptete discretion on the ques 


tion of costa as well ase da ages, and can, if it sees fit, condemn the 
co respondent in cotta, as well as assess damage * against him 

Lord v. Lord (1900, P. 297) approved and followed. 

This was the petition of Frederick Langrick, a sergeant in the 4 
3attalion, East Yorks Regiment, for the dissolution of his marriage 
with Amy Pearson Langrick, whose maiden name was Ciark, on 
ground of her adultery with the co-respondent, Clifford Harry Funnell 
a lieutenant in the Fast Yorks Regiment, against whom there was a 
claim for damages. The varties were married on 23rd September, 1915, 
at St. John’s Church, Newland, Hull. They lived together at Kingston 
upon-Hull, and there was no issue of the marriage. At the hearing the 
respondent and the co-respondent admitted adultery, but the co-respon 
dent, in his evidence, denied that he knew that the respondent was a 
married woman. Both the respondent and the co-respondent swore that 
the co-respondent knew the respondent as “ Miss Amy Clark.”’ 

Sir Henry Duke, P., found that the respondent and the co-respon 
dent had committed adultery. In the course of his judgment he 
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the wife of a sergeant in the same regiment as his own. He found that 
the co-respondent ought to have known that the respondent was a 
married woman, and he condemned the co-reapondent in costs He 
assessed the damages at £125, to be paid into court within fourteen 
days, and he refused the usual order for the wife's costs. His lordship 


added that he was not prepared to say, in any case in which the oo- 
respondent was not aware that the resp ndent was a married woman, 
that he must escape costs. In his opinion, that was an attempted 
limitation of the discretion which the Legislature had reposed in the 
Court to which he ought not to assent. Every case must be judged upon 


its own facts. The judicial discretion as to the payment of costs and 
damages, and as to the suit generally, must be a judicial discretion, as 
h» understood that term, to be exercised on the facts of the particular 

ae He mentioned this because he had seen it treated, and for many 
vears they had been accustomed to see it treated, as one of the common- 
] aces of divorce yur sdiction that if the petitioner had not conclusive 
proof or, at any rate, a strong case to shew knowledge on the part of 
the co-r pondent, the co respor dent must inevitably be dis harged from 


the costs of the suit. He said this because it was proper that those 
it the Ba und those who pract sed in these courts, should be informed 
the ground on which the jurisdiction of the Court was being exer 
ised. He found in the case of Lord v. Lord (1900, P. 297) that Lord 
Corell had expressed the view that there might be damages without 
proof of guiltv knowledge nd the control of the Court over the coste 
in each case was discretionary He shared the opinion of Lord Gorell.— 
CouNSEI Sir Patrick R Innes, K.C and J. H. Watts, for the 

etitione! NW O Willie. for the respondent: Le Pas, for the co 
respondent SOLICITOR ( J. Smith & Hudaon, for the petitioner; 
Collyer-Rristow. Burt Rooth. Birks, d Langley, for Laverack, Son 
ad Wr Hull. for the respondent and the co-respondent 


[Reported by C. G. Tatsot-Ponsonsr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 
New Statutes, 
On 20th Mav the Royal Assent was given to the following Acts 
and Rating (Scotland Act, 1920 
Public Utility Companies (Capital Issues) Act, 1920 
1 Health Insurance Act, 1920 
Ejection (Suspensory Provision Scotland) Act, 1920 
Savings Bank Act, 1920 
Amendment Act, 1920 

Temporary Increase of Charges) Act, 1920 


und to several Provisional Orders and local Acts 


Proposed New Supreme Court F ules. 
Notice is hereby given, in accordance with section 1 of the Rules 
Publication Act. 1893, that the Rule Committee of the Supreme Court 
the tollowing Lules 


] The followin Rule shall be added in Order LX immediate 


ly after 


) within the jurisdic- 


8a Where a contract has been entered int 

tion b I 1rough an agent residing or carrying on business within 

‘ ris tion on behalf of a principal residing or carrying on 

busines it of the jurisdiction, a Writ of Summons in an action 

rising out of such contract may by leave of the 
tl 


reiaul to or a bw A 
| 10 determination of such agent's 


Court or a Judge given betore 
thority or of his business relations with the principal be served 
m such agent Notice of the order giving such leave and a copy 
f and of the Writ of Summons shall forthwith be sent by 

epaid registered post letter Jo tl defendant or defendants at 
of the jurisdiction Provided that nothing 


R Il ae slidate or affect n other mode of service 
mo operati 

innulled, and the 
Whe tion is Oo brought to enforce, rescind, dissolve, annul 
r to re er damages or other relief 


iding within 
wr residing 


ide | through an agent trading or 


risdiction on behalf of a pru ipal trad 
iii) I te term r by im ition be governed by 


r is one brought against a defendant not d d or ordinarily 
resident in Scotland or Ireland, in respect of a breach committed 
the jurisdiction of a contract wherever made, even though 
reach wa preceded or accompar ied by breach out of the 
jurisdiction which rendered impossible the performance of the part 
of the contract which ought to have been performed within the 
irisdiction 

3. In Order XI. Rule 1. the following Sub-rule shall be added, viz. :— 
founded on a tort committed within the juris- 


lee The acti 
diction 





acquitted the co-respondent of any knowledge that the respondent was 















May 
———— 
an alteratu 
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4. The following Rule shall be added immediately after Order XI, 























































































Rule 2, viz Increase of Rent and Mortgage terms on 
Za. Notwit tanding anything ontained in Rule 1 of this Order, , . . able to the 
ie parties to any Contract may agree (4) that the High Court o Interest (Restrictions). moses 
istice ‘ ave irisdiction to ¢ rtain any action in respect  hecte 
of such tra : i, moreove il 1e alternative b) that The following is the text of the new Increase of Rent, &c., Bill :— to a landk 
orvice t Writ of Summons in any such Action may be eflecte I l %, the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest War Restri where, as 
at ul | : or out of the jurisdiction on n party tions Act. 1915 (5 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 97). house 15 r 
ol i any ‘ ‘ behalt fr any party or im aly 1916=the Courts (Emergency Powers No. 2) Act, 1916 (6 & 7 Geo =" oom : 
manner specified « umiicated 1 i Contrac ™ ice tis % 18 7 my On ss 
any Wi Summons ab the place (if any ron the party 1917 The Courts (Emergency Powers) Act, 1917 (7 & 8 Geo. 5, «. 25). “| aS 
c the er t al vin the manner (if an) specified or 1919=the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act eee! } 
nd ted it ( tract shall be deemed to be good and effective 1919 (8 & 9 Geo. 5. c. 7 the aut com 
e! ‘ erever the irties are resident, and if no place or mods 1919 (No. 2)=the Increase of Rent, & Amendment) Act, 1919 (9 & —— 
pr S| hed or indicated el ( yut of the jurisd 10 Geo ] pevecquen 
; \ wales nee (5) For 
- ’ A Bill to consolidate and amend the law with respect to the increase water rent 
Rule da Urd 1] hereby a ‘ d and the follow S Ru of rent and re overy f possession of premises in certain cases, and the Jord shall 
subst ited the rease of the rate of interest on, and the calling in of securities on, demanded. 
: od ‘ 2 ed t z. : soe iy ry r) sang ted eee ou h premises, and for purposes in connection therewith. 3. Limit 
to s sy : Be it enacted, &« (vi), Rep 
UV ng oum ses | ler Order LIVA or Order LV, Restrictions on Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest any im - 
Rule 3 } ny e where if e proceedings were com 1. Heetriction on increasing rent and mortgage interest (1915, 8. 1, ad pote 
menced by Writ of Summons they would be within Rule 1 of | 1919 «. 4 Subject to the provisions of this Act, where the rent ot “ff perio 
this Orde any dwelling-house to which this Act applies, or the rate of interest on a Seccod 
) Any Originating Summo Petition, Notice of Motion | 4 mortgage to which this Act applies, has been since the twenty-fifth 19) Whe 
wher Of ut proceeding (1) in relation to any infant or | day of March, nineteen hundred and twenty, or is hereafter, increased, increas 
nat erson of unsound mind « 2) under any Statute | then, if the increased rent or the increased rate of interest exceeds by t ecape of 
unde! 1 proceedings can be mmenced otherwise than by | more than the amount permitted under this Act the standard rent or <u suc 
Writ of Sum r (5) under any Rule of Court or Practice | standard rate of interest, the amount of such excess shall, notwithstand et ‘aft 
hereunder |] eeail an be commenced otherwise than by | ing any agreement to the contrary, be irrecoverable from the tenant or - wd i of 
Writ i 5 s the mortgagor, as the case may be : sea th 
Wit I | er y of the last foregoing Provided that where a landlord or mortgagee has increased the rent ontey sas 
sub-head y Summor Order or Notice in any Interpleader | of any such dwelling-house or the rate of interest on any such mortgage = la) 
roceed r for the appointment of an Arbitrator or Umpire | since the said date, but before the passing of this Act, he may cancel eee a 
or to remit et aside or enforce an Award in an Arbitration such increase and repay any amount paid by virtue thereof, and in i alt 
eld o1 be 1 within the jurisdiction that case the rent or rate shall not be deemed to have been increased (hb) 
/ \ Sum? Order or N in al proceedings duly since that date statet 
inst ted whet by Writ of Summ r other such origina- 2. Permitted increases in rent (1915, «. 1 (i), (ii). (iii), and (iv), 1919. respe: 
Ling proce les aforesaid «. 2, Hep. 6-10, 25 and 26 1) The amount by which the increased Where su 
Rules 2. 4, 5, 6, 7 and of this Order shall apply mufatis mutandis | rent of a dwelling-house to which this Act, applies may exceed the be contin 
to mh ser ‘ standard rent shall, subject to the provisions of this Act, be as follows, tenant. 
Not ed shall in any ay prejudice or affect any that is to say 4. Perr 
pra @ OF er of e Court under which when lands, funds, choses i (a) Where the landlord has since the fourth day of August, nine- 7 8) , n 
act rights or pr rty thin the jurisdicti ure sought to be deatr teen hundred and fourteen incurred, or hereafter incurs, expendi “ ae | - 
wi uffe d e Cou 1y, without affecting to exercise jurisdi ture on the improvement or structural alteration of the dwelling dard nate 
tior ‘ ny per , f the jurisdiction cause such person to be house (not including expenditure on decoration or repairs), an “Provid 
info 1 of ‘ t existence of the proceedings with a view to amount calculated at a rate per annum not exceeding six, or in the ’ (a) 
su Del ha ra , rtunity of claiming, opposing or otherwise case of such expenditure incurred after the passing of this Act, half 
intervening ; S eight per cent. of the amount so expended ; a 
6. 1 Rule sha e added in Order XLI immediate! 4) An amount not exceeding any increase in the amount for the nani 
after Rule 1. vis, :-~ : time being payable by the landlord in respect of rates over the — 
gay wdgment, whether in default of appearance or de orresponding amount paid in respect of the yearly, half yearly or shall 
fence or after heari r trial or otherwise, the party entering the other period which included the third day of August nineteen Sees 
Jud . ha f} lesire, be entitled to have recited rr hundred and fourteen ; ; Further 
ay weep 0 0 the mamemer and pines ta end ob whieh the aureiea c) In addition to any such amounts as aforesaid, an amount 5. Fes 
of the Writ of Sum oan obit & aa Os yr eS equal to fifteen per cent. of the net rent 97.}.1. 
I I er pr ich the proceedings Provided that, except in the case of a dwelling-house to 
were ymmmenced was effected r VIC ial, } a ing-nous anv dwel 
™ ‘ ° * which this Act applies but the enactments repealed by this tenant tl 
J ae: ving Rule sl be added in Order LXV _ immediately ' Act did not apply, the amount of such addition shall not during r (a) 
after R OA, Viz a period of one year after the passing of this Act exceed five any 
6b. I tior brought | persons resident out of the jurisdic- per cent ro 
tion hen toe Plaintiff's claim is foanded on a judgment or order d) In further addition to any such amounts as aforesaid— (b 
rona Bill f Ex re ! ther negotiable instrument, the power 1 Where the dwelling house 18 one to which section four of ce 
to require the Plaintiff to give security for costs shall be in the teen of the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1909 [9 Ed. 7. ee ui 
i etio f the Court or Judge 44), applies, or where in any other case the tenant is not acts 
8. These Rules may | ted as the “‘ Rules of the Supreme Court under any express liability for repairs, an amount equal to such 
(No. 3), 1920 ; twenty-five per cent of the net rent; o 5 ae (c) 
Copies of the above Draft Rules may bs tained from the Office (ii) Where the tenant is under an express liability for part mr 
of the Lord Chancellor, House of Lords. S.W. 1 und not the whole of the repairs, such lesser amount as may ow fi 
be agreed, or as may, on the application of the landlord, bx seric 
—-__. determined by the county court to be fair and reasonabi (d 
having regard to such liability occu 
a: —— 2) At any time or times after the date of any increase permitted by emp 
Societies. paragraph (d¢) of the foregoing sub-section the tenant may apply to t (exc 
. ‘ county court for an order suspending such increase, and also any i: onthe 
Society of Incorporated Accountants crease under paragraph (c) of that sub-section, on the ground that the rega 
[he thirty-fifth annual meeting of the Society of Incorporated house is cee Naren 4 fit for human habitation, or is otherwise n and. in 
Accountants and Auditors was held at River Plate House, London. - r np 5 — se. is hen eer) } f : > 41 to make 
E.C., on Thursday, 20th May The report of the Council shews that , ~ .Z se : ~ — ny, Che poocaation of @ epetifiente of @ The e 
Ries an a : : : sanitary authority or otherwise that any such ground as aforesaid is of 0 
on 3lst December, 1919, the Society's roll contained the names of 2.910 »stablished. and being furtt satick . P43 a 
members The Society's gold medal for 1919 has been awarded to Mr. cen met Ne oS om Seing further entisied that the condition oF. ane d) of th 
John Herbert Crovdo l, London ind SLive dal ‘ > rT h yest .- due or not wholly due to the tenant s neglect or default ai 
s suiver medal to Mr. Robert | or breach of express agreement, shall order that the increase be x f 
Henry Peters Burbery, London lhe funds at the close of the year | ne led until tl ee wer gees fi d , - oe ee nar 
exceeded £12,000, exclusive of upwards of £4,500 held for Benevolent | Pathasity or othe: b nora: Per satisfied, on the report of the sanitary quer 
Fund purposes er og ry perdlag- re Fwise, that the necessary repairs (other than the re men 
The Council of the Society have unanimously re-elected Mr. Willian | —_ if ws he for which the tenant is liable) have been executed, and (1 
Claridge, M.A., J.P. (W. Claridge & Co.), Bradford, and Mr. George | the court is to sotohed en eee meal conse to have effect untit on 
Stanhope it lolton rit . trader n , | ae ne agten ur 
om ~s a " 2 Bi px teas sd been y ia , ae », to = respective | (3) Any transfer to a tenant of any burden or liability previously (i 
i t e ensuing vear | borne by the landlord shall for the purposes of this Act be treated as 
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an alteration of rent, and where, as the result of such 
terms on which a dwelling is held are « he whole less favour 
able to the tenant than the previous terms the rent 
be hether or not the sum periodical), 
rent und any incre 
# a landlord of any burden o1 
where, resuit of such tral é he terms or 
house 15 ! ld are on Ta\ 
previous terms, shall to be 
purposes of this Act 

(4) On any application to a 
report under this section a fee of one s 
the authority as the result of such 
@ aforesaid, the tenant shall be entitled to deduct 
gubsequent payment of rent. 

(5) For the purposes of this section the expression 
water rents and charges, and any increase 
lord shall be deemed to be payable by 
demanded. 

3. Limitation as to permitted increases in 
{vi), Rep. 26.].]}—(1) Nothing in this Act sl 
any im rent except in 
for landlord would 
rate of 


which, 


house 
be deemed 
reas 1, Ww 


is increased, ase of rent in re 


abilitv previous!) 


the whole more ura 


be deemed not 


an 


thori 


Sanitary au 


spplication iss 


rates 
in rates pay able by 
| the rate 


him unt 


ot 
the 


in 


rease 
Act 


increase 


respet t 


tors be entit 


Interest 
but for 


any the on a 
ola period during 
enforced 

2) Where the rent of 
Is in reased, no such increase shall be due 
respect of any period prior to the expiry 
where such in yunt of 

serve } enant a 


the 


this 


any dwelli g house 


rease 18 On act 


landlord tice 
to in 


this 


week, after the has 


writing of his mpanied by a refe 
ane the 
mitted, and 


(a) where the 


intention 


ol 


rease 


to provision Act unde h the increase is | 


expenditure on 


the 


is on account of 
by a statement 
and 
increase yunt of a 
particulars of the increas 
on the dwelling-house 

been served 
of any 


increase Improv 


tructural alterations, improvements 


fected and of then 


Tre€ 


ments or 


or alterations « cost : 
(6) where the 
statement she 
respect of 
Where such a notice has 
be continued without 
tenant 


4. Permitted 
7, 8.) } 
respect of a mort; 
dard rate, shall be an amount 

Provided that 

(a) the rate shall 

half per cent 
(5) except dwelling-h 
applies but the enactments repealed by this Act 
increase during a period of one year after the passing of this Act 
shall not exceed one-half pe! ; 
Further Restrictions and Obligations on L 


5. Hestriction on right fo 7 Pee 2210N 1919 (N 2) «. 1 
27.].].—(1) No order or judgment for the recovery of 
any dwelling-house to which this Act applies, or for the ejectment of a 
tenant therefrom, shall be made or 

(a) any rent lawfully due from the tenant has not been paid, or 
any other obligation of the whether under the contract of 
tenancy or under this Act) has been broken or not performed ; or 

(4) the tenant or any person residing with him has been guilty 
of conduct which is a nuisance or annoyance to adjoining occupiers, 
or the condition of the dwelling-house has deteriorated owing to 
acts of waste by or the neglect or default of the tenant or any 
suc h pe rson; or 

(c) the tenant has given notice to quit, and in consequence of that 
notice the landlord has contracted to sell or let the dwelling-house 
or has taken any other steps as a result of which he would be 
seriously prejudiced if he could not obtain possession ; 

(d) the dwelling-house is reasonably required by the landlord for 
occupation as a residence for himself, or for some person in his 
employment or in the employment of some tenant from him, and 
except as otherwise provided by this sub-section) the court is 
satisfied that alternative accommodation, reasonably equivalent as 
regards rent and suitability in all respects, is available; 

and, in any such case as aforesaid, the court considers it reasonable 
to make such an order or give such judgment 

The existence of alternative accommodation shall not be a condition 
of an order or judgment on any of the grounds specified in paragraph 
d) of this sub-section— 

(i) where the tenant was in the employment of the landlord or a 
former landlord, and the dwelling-house was let to him in conse 
quence of that employment and he has ceased to be in that employ 
ment; or 

(ii) where the landlord gave up the occupation of the dwelling- 
house in consequence of his service in any of His Majesty's forces 
during the war ; or 

(iii) where the landlord became the landlord before the thirtieth 
day of September nineteen hundred and seventeen, or, in the case 


is on act 


wing chareed 
rates 
tenant 


tice 


on any 


fresh 1 


increase may 


service on any subsequent 


imcrease in rate of mortgage interest 1919. «. 3. Rep 


which the increased rate of interest payable 
which this Act applies 
not t xceedit r ne 


-The amount by in 
eed the stan 


per annum 


rage to may ex 


per cent 


not be in 
per annum; and 


in the case of a 


to exe 


reased so as 


ouse to 


this Act 


which 


cent. per annum 

indlords and Mortqaqees 
Pep. 15-21, 

possession of 


given unl 


SS 


tenancy 


or 


transfer, the 


lid not apply, the 


eed six and a| 


APPROVED and COMMENDED by /eadiag EXPERTS 
for the REMEDIAL TREATMENT of aii grades of 
MENTAL DEFECT. 


The ROYAL EARLSWOOD INSTITUTION 


is a REAL HOME for those UNDEVELOPED persons 

of both sexes who need kind contro! and expert 

supervision in Good Schools, Farm, Kitchen Gardea 
and Manual training. 


Trust Funds are available for the Children of Barristers, 
Solicitors, and Clergy of Church of England. 

Admission on Inclusive Fees. 
by votes of Subscribers, with part-payment. 
only a smal! definite number of votes required. 


Legacies as Endowments create permanent benefits. 


If whole cost cannot be paid, 
No eompetition, 


Full information of Mr. MH. HOWARD, Sceretary, 14-16, Ludgate Hill, 
London, E.C. 4. elephone: 5297 City 


nactmentse 
before the 
ind in the 


refusing 


» tenant 
he court 
urt 


mpi may 


cl ment 
betore tf 
the court 


this Act 


was made 


been e 
nd, in the opinion of 
made or gi\ if 
or judgment 
tenant 


been 
rder 
the rescind or \ 


may t nk fit for 


ry 


» court 


nd forts 
n section 
irrant for 
inv dwel 
for three 
judgment 

ise of a 
from the date 
further period 
whether be fore 

dire 

4 tenant tor the v of 
«tment therefr 
tenant to retain p 


inst any such 


posses 
m nde this section 
ysseasion under 
sub-tenant 
shal 


judy ment ag 


ay : 
retaining 
of such 

tenant, | rer } tenant of the landlord 

6. Leastr / fore rent No distress 
oft any this Act applies shall be 
except with the lea, ounty urt, and the court shall with 
respect to any app! ition for such have the 
powers with respect to adjournment, stay, suspension 
nferred the 
recovery Of possession 
addition to and vt 
Emerge ncy 


same 


this s¢ 
Pr 


making 


the 
the 


possession 


upon 


rinst 


for the 


ae . 
rent dwelling-hot which levied 


same or similar 
postponement and 


Act m 


] ‘ 
ictaye 


by 


the 


otherwise as are last preceding section of this 
relation to app att 


T he pre 


ms tor 
tion shall be in in 
derogation f any the provisions f the ( 
Act, 1914, or unv Act amending or extending 
as tl ons are repealed by this Act 

7. Reat ) mn 


not » lav 


visions of this se 
if ourts 
the 


se pr s ' 
alling ” ; rf qaqes i915 


anv mortgagee under a mortgage to which this 
applies, so long as 
interest at the rate permitted under this Act is paid and is 
than arrear; and 
wenants by the mortgagor other than the « 


if the principal money se ured) are perfé rmed and 


twenty-one days in 


venant for 
the re pa yment 
observed ; and 

the mortgagor keeps the property in a proper 
interest and instalments of principal re 


of 


verable 


state repair 


and pays all under 
prior encumbrance , 
to in his mortgage or to take any steps for exercising ar 
of foreclosure or sale, or for otherwise enforcing his security 
recovering the principal money thereby se ured 
Prov ided that 
(1) this provision 


y right 


call an for 


shall not apply to a mortgage where the pria- 
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cipal money secured thereby is repayable by means of periodical 
instalments extending over a term of not less than ten years from 
the creation of the mortgage, nor shall this provision affect any 
power of sale exercisable by a mortgagee who was on the twenty- 
fifth day of March nineteen hundred and twenty a mortgagee in 
possession, or in cases where the mortgagor consents to the exercise 
by the mortgagee of the powers conferred by the mortgage; and 

(11) if, in the case of a mortgage of a leasehold interest the mort- 
gagee satisfies the county court that his security is seriously 
diminishing in value or is otherwise in jeopardy, and that for that 
reason it is reasonable that the mortgage should be called in and 
enforced, the court may by order authorise him to call in and 
enforce the same, and thereupon this section shall not apply to 
such mortgage 


8. Restriction on premiums. [1915 #. 1 (2) 1916 «. 2 (1) 1917 «. 4 Rep. 
24.].)—(1) A person shall not as a condition of the grant, renewal, 
or continuance of a tenancy or sub-tenancy of any dwelling-house to 
which this Act applies require the payment of any fine, premium, or 
other like sum, or the giving of any consideration, in addition to the 
rent, and where any such payment or consideration has been made or 
given in respect of any such dwelling-house after the twenty-fifth day 
of March nineteen hundred and twenty, the amount or value thereof 
shall be recoverable by the person by whom it was made or given. 

(2) A person requiring any payment or the giving of any considera 
tion in contravention of this section shall be liable on summary convi 
tion to a fine not exceeding one hundred pounds, and the court by 
which he is convicted may order the amount paid or the value of the 
consideration to be repaid to the person by whom the same was made 
or givens but such order shall be in lieu of any other method of 
recovery prescribed by this Act 
3) This section shall not apply to the grant, renewal or continuance 
for a term of seven years or upwards of any tenancy 


9. Limitation on rent of houses let furnished {1919, «. 6.].]—(1) 
Where any person lets, or has, before the passing of this Act, let any 
dwelling-house to which this Act applies, or any part thereof, at a rent 
which includes payment in respect of the use of furniture, and it is 
proved to the satisfaction of the county court on the application of the 
lessee that the rent charged is yielding or will yield to the lessor a 
come more than twenty-five per cent. in excess of the normal profit as 
rereinafter defined, the court may order that the rent, so far as it 
exceeds such sum as would yield such normal profit and twenty-five per 
cent. shall be irrecoverable, and that the amount of any payment of 
rent in excess of such sum which may have been made in respect of 
any period after the pagsing of this Act, shall be repaid to the lessee 

(2) For the purpose of this section ‘‘ normal profit "’ means the profit 
which might reasonably have been expected from a similar letting in 
the year ending on the third day of August nineteen hundred and 
fourteen 


10. Penalty for excessive charges for furnished lettings. [Rep. 19.}.J 

Where any person after the passing of this Act lets any dwelling 
house to which this Act applies or any part thereof at a rent which 
includes payment in respect of the use of furniture, and the rent 
charged yields to the lessor a profit which, having regard to all the 
circumstances of the case, and in particular to the margin of profit 
allowed under the last preceding section of this Act, is extortionate, 
then, without prejudice to any other remedy under this Act, the lessor 
shall be liable on summary conviction to a fine not ex 
hundred pounds, and the court by which he is convicted may order 
that the rent so far as it exceeds the amount permitted by the last 
preceding section of this Act shall be irrecoverable and that the amount 
of any such excess shall be repaid to the lessee, but any such order 
shall be in lieu of any other method of recovery prescribed by this 
Act. 

11. Statement to be supplied as to standard rent. [1919 s. 5. (1).}.] 

A landlord of any dwelling-house to which this Act applies shall on 
being so requested by the tenant of the dwelling-house supply him 
writing as to what is the standard rent of the 
dwelling-house, and if, without reasonable excuse, he fails within four- 
teen days to do so, or supplies a statement which is false in any 
matertal particular, he shall be liable on summary conviction to a fine 
not exceeding ten pounds 


eeding one 


with a statement in 


{pplication and Interpretation of Act. 


12. Application and interpretation, (1915 s. 2, 1917 s. 7, 1919 az. 5 
(4) 7 and 8, Rep. 12, 20.].] 
where the context otherwise requires 

(a) The expression “‘ standard rent ’’ means the rent at which 
the dwelling-house was let on the third day of August nineteen 
hundred and fourteen, or, where the dwelling-house was not let on 
that date, the rent at which it was last let before that date, or, in 
the case of a dwelling-house which was first let after the said 
third day of August, the rent at which it was first let : . 

Provided that, in the case of any dwelling-house let at a 
progressive rent payable under a tenancy agreement or lease, 
the maximum rent payable under such tenancy agreement or 
lease shall be the standard rent ; 

(4) The expression “‘ standard rate of interest’ means in the 
case of a mortgage in force on the third day of August nineteen 
hundred and fourteen, the rate of interest payable at that date, 
or, in the case of a mortgage created since that date, the original 
rate of interest; 

(ec) The expression 


‘net rent '’ means, where the landlord at the 


(1) For the purposes of this Act, except 
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time by reference to which the standard rent is calculated paid the 
rates chargeable on, or which but for the provisions of any Act 
would be chargeable on the occupier, the standard rent less the 
amount of such rates, and in any other case the standard rent ; 

(d) The expression ‘‘ rateable value ’’ means the rateable valne 
on the third day of August nineteen hundred and fourteen, or, in 
the case of a dwelling-house or a part of dwelling-house first 
assessed after that date, the rateable value at which it was first 
assessed ; 

(e) The expressions ‘‘ landlord,”’ “ tenant,” ‘‘ mortgagee,”’ and 
‘‘ mortgagor *’ include any person from time to time deriving title 
under the original landlord, tenant, mortgagee, or mortgagor ; 

(f) the expression “‘ landlord ’’ also includes in relation to any 
dwelling-house any person, other than the tenant, who is or would 
but for this Act be entitled to possession of the dwelling-house, and 
‘‘ tenant and tenancy "’ include sub-tenant and sub- 
includes sub-let ; 
includes a land charge under 


87; @ 


’ 


the expression 

tenancy, and the expression “ let ”’ 

(g) The expression “* mortgage ’ 
the Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897 [38 & 39 Vict. c. 
& 61 Vict. c. 65). , 

(2) This Act shall apply to a house or a part of a house let as@ 
separate dwelling, where either the annual amount of the standard rent 
ov the rateable value does not exceed— 

(a) in the case of a house in the metropolitan police district, 
including therein the City of London, one hundred and five 
pounds ; 

b) in the case of a house in Scotland, ninety pounds; and 

(cy in the case of a house elsewhere, seventy-eight pounds ; 

and every such house or part of a house shall be deemed to be a 
Gwelling-house to which this Act applies : 
Provided that— 

(i) this Act shall not, save as otherwise expressly provided, apply 
to a dwelling-house bona fide let at a rent which includes payments 
in respect of board, attenaance, or use of furniture; and 

(ii) the application of this Act to any house or part of a house 
shall not be included by reason only that part of the premises is 
used as a shop or office or for business, trade, or professional pur 
poses; and 

(iii) for the purposes of this Act any land or premises let to 
gether with a house shall, if the rateable value of the land or 
premises let separately would be less than one-quarter of the rate 
able value of the house, be treated as part of the house, but sub- 
ject to this provision this Act shall not apply to a house let toe 
gether with land other than the site of the house. 

(3) Where, for the purpose of determining the standard rent of 
rateable value of any dwelling-house to which this Act applies, it s 
pportion the rent at the date in relation to which the 
standard rent is to be fixed, or the rateable value of the property m 
which that dwelling-house is comprised, the county court may, om 
application by either party, make such apportionment as seems just, 
and the decision of the court as to the amount to be apportioned to 
the dwelling-house shall be final and conclusive. 

(4) Subject to the provisions of this Act, this Act shall apply % 
every mortgage where the mortgaged property consists of or comprises 
one or more dwelling-houses to which this Act applies, or any interest 
therein, except that it shall not apply— 

(a) to any mortgage comprising one or more dwelling-houses t 
which this Act applies and other land if the rateable value of such 
dwelling-houses is less than one-tenth of the rateable value of the 
whole of the land comprised in the mortgage; or 

(b) to an equitable charge by deposit of title deeds or other 
wise 

(5) Where this Act has become applicable to any dwelling-house oF 
any mortgage thereon it shall continne to apply thereto whether or not 
the dwelling-house continues to be one to which this Act applies. 

(6) Where the rent payable in respect of any tenancy of any dwell 
ing-house is less than two-thirds of the rateable value thereof, this 
Act shall not apply to that rent or tenancy nor to any mortgage by the 
landlord from whom the tenancy is held of his interest in the dwelling- 


necessary to ; 


~ 
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heuse, and this Act shall apply in respect of such dwelling-house as 
ii no such tenancy existed or ever had existed 

(7) Any rooms in a dwelling-house subject to a separate letting wholly 
or partly as a dwelling shall for the purposes of this Act be treated 
aa part of a dwelling-house let as a separate awelling 

(8) This Act shall not apply to a dwelling-house erected after or 
in course of erection on the second day of April, nineteen hundred and 
mineteen, or to any dwelling-house which has been since that date or 
were at that date being bona fide reconstructed by way of conversion 
into two or more separate and self-contained flats or tenements; but 
for the purpose of any enactment relating to the assessment of rateable 
property the rateable value of any such dwelling-house (other than a 


| 


reconstructed dwelling-house) to which this Act would have applied if | 
it had been erected before the said date, shall be calewated as though | 


this Act applied to the ——s house and as though the standard rent 
were the rent at which a similar dwelling-house would have been let 
at the date by reference to which the standard rent is calculated 


General. 


13. Recovery of sums made irrecoverable, dc. {1917 s. 5.] |—(1) 
Where any sum has, whether before or after the passing of this Act, 
been paid on account of any rent or mortgage interest, being a sum 
which is by virtue of this Act, or any Act repealed by this 
irrecoverable by the landlord or mortgagee, the sum so paid shall be 
recoverable from the landlord or mortgagee who received the payment 
or his legal personal representative by the tenant or mortgagor by whom 


it was paid, and any such sum, and any other sum which under this | 


Act is recoverable by a tenant from a landlord or payable or repayable 


by 
of recovery, be deducted by the tenant or mortgagor from any rent or 
interest payable by him to the landlord or mortgagee 

(2) 1f— 

(a) any person in any rent book or similar document. makes an 
entry shewing or purporting to shew any tenant as being in arrear 
in respect of any sum which by virtue of any such Act is irrecover 
able; or 

(6) where any such entry has before the passing of this Act 
been made by or on behalf of any landlord, the landlord, on being 
requested by or on behalf of the tenant so to do, refuses or neglects 
to cause the entry to be deleted, 

that person or landlord shall on summary conviction be liable to a 
fine not exceeding ten pounds. 


(1) A tenant who 
this Act retains possession of any 


14. Conditions of statutory tenancy. [Rep. 23.} | 
by virtue of the provisions of 


Act, | 


a landlord to a tenant, may, without prejudice to any other method | 


dwelling-house to which this Act applies shall, so long as he retains | 


possession, observe and be entitled to the benefit of all the terms and 
conditions of the original contract of tenancy, so far as the same aré 


. consistent with the provisions of this Act, and shall be entitled to give 


up possession of the dwelling-house only on giving such notice as would 
have been required under the original contract of tenancy 

Provided that, notwithstanding anything in the contract of tenancy, 
a landlord who obtains an order or judgment for the recovery of 
possession of the dwelling-house or for the ejectment of a tenant retain 
ing possession as aforesaid shall not be required to give any notice to 
quit to the tenant. 

(2) Any tenant retaining possession as aforesaid shall not as a condi 
tion of giving up possession ask or receive the payment of any sum 
or the giving of any other censideration, by any person other than the 
landlord, and any person acting in contravention of this provision shal! 


be liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding one hundred | 


pounds, and the court by which he was convicted may order any such 

payment or the value of any such consideration to be paid to the 
rson by whom the same was made or given, but any such order shall 
in lieu of any other method of recovery prescribed by this Act. 


15. Minor amendmends of law. (Rep. 11, 28, 22.) }—(1) Section three of 
the Poor Rate Assessment and Collection Act, 1869 [32 & 33 Vict. « 
41], shall have effect as though for the limits of value specified in that 
section there were substituted limits twenty-five per cent. in excess of 
the limits so specified, and that section and section four of the same Act 
shall have effect accordingly 

(2) It shall be deemed to be a condition of the tenancy of any 
dwelling-house to which this Act applies that the tenant shall afford 
to the landlord access thereto and all reasonable facilities for executing 
therein any repairs which the landlord is entitled to execute 

(3) Where the landlord of any dwelling-house to which this Act 
applies has served a notice to quit on a tenant, the acceptance of rent 
by the landlord for a period not exceeding three months from the 
expiration of the notice to quit shall not be deemed to prejudice any 
right to possession of such premises 


16. Rules as to procedure. (1915, s. 3.] |}—(1) The Lord Chancellor 
may make such rules and give such directions as he thinks fit for the 
purpose of giving effect to this Act, and may by those rules or direc 
tions provide for any proceedings for the purposes of this Act being 
conducted so far as desirable in private and for the remission of any 
fees. 

(2) A county court shall have jurisdiction to deal with any claim or 
other proceedings arising out of this Act or any of the provisions 
thereof, notwithstanding that by reason of the amount of claim or 
otherwise the case would not but for this provision be within the juris 
diction of a county court 





17. Application to Scotland and Ireland (1915 s. 4, 1919 «. 9, 1919 


(No. 2) «. 1 (6).] }(1) This Act shall apply to Scotland, subject to the 


| tollowing modifications 


and “ incumbrance"’ mean a heritable security 
constituted by absolute disposition qualified by 
nd or letter ; mortgagor ‘ mortgagee mean re- 
the debtor and the creditor hentable security ; 

means obligation; “ mortgaged property "’ means the 


Mortgage 


g a security 


(a) 
ludir 
back be 
spectively 


in 
and 
in @ 


covenant 


heritable subject or subjects included in a heritable security ; 
rateable value’’ means yearly value according to the valuation 
roll ; rateable value on the third day of August, nineteen hundred 


acoording to the valuation roll 


and fourteen means yearly value 

for the year ending fifteenth day of May, nineteen hundred and 
fifteen ; *‘ assested means entered in the valuation roll; ‘* land 
means lands and heritages; “rates '’ means assessments as defined 
in the House Letting and Rating (Scotland) Act, 1911; ‘* Lord 
Chancellor means tne Court of Session ; rules means act of 
sederunt ; “ county court ’’ means the sheriff; ‘‘ sanitary authority ’ 
means the local authority under the Public Health (Scotland) Act, 
1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 38]; ‘ mesne profits '’ means profits; refer 


ences to levying distress shall be construed ae references to doing 


diligence, and a reference to section one of the House Letting and 


Rating (Scotland) Act, 1911, shall be substituted for a reference to 
section three of the Poor Rate’ Assessment and Collection Act, 
1869 ; 

(b) Sub-section (5) of the section of this Act relating to per 


mitted increases in rent shall not apply; 

c) Nothing in the law relating to tacit relocation shall prevent 
the landlord of « dwelling-house to which the Acts repealed by 
this Act applied from obtaining any increase of rent to which he 
would otherwise be entitled under the provisions of this Act; 

1) Where dwelling-houses have of by a 
Government department during the war under the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations for the purpose of housing workmen, this Act 
shall apply to such houses as if the workmen in occupation thereof 
at the passing of this Act were in occupation as tenants of the land 
lords of such hous@s. 

2) This Act shall apply to Ireland subject to the following modih 


1ons 


been taken posseesion 


cut 
Lord Chancellor of Lreland shall be sub 
stituted for the reference to the Lord Chancellor; 

(6) A reference to section seventy-five of the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890, shall be substituted for the reference 
to section fourteen of the Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 190¥ 
and a reference to section fifteen of the Summary Jurisdiction 
Ireland) Act, 1851, shall be substituted for the reference to section 
one of the Small Tenements Recovery Act, 1638; 

c) The expreesion ’ includes a charge by registered 


a) A reference to the 


‘ mortgage 


disposition under the Local Registration of Title (Ireland) Act, 
1891 [54 & 55 Vict. c. 66); 
The « X pression rateable value means the annual rateable 


value under the Irish Valuation Acts: Provided that where part of 
a house let as a separate dwelling is not separately valued under 
Acts, the Commissioner of Valuation and Boundary Surveyor 
may on the application of the landlord or tenant make guch appor 


those 


tiomment of the rateable value of the whole house aa seems just, 
and his decision as to the amount to be apportioned to the part of 
the house shail be final and conclusive, and that amount shall be 
taken to be the rateable value of the part of the house for the 


purposes of this Act, but not further or otherwise ; 

(¢) The medical officer of health of a dispensary district shall 
be substituted for the sapitary authority under section two of this 
Act and of certificates and the payment of fees in con- 
nection with applications by tenants under the said section shall be 
be the Board 


the issue 


subject to regilations to made by Local Government 


for Ireland 

f) This Act ghall not apply to any dwelling-house provided by 
a local authority under the Labourers (Ir:land, Acts, 1883 to 1919, 
or under eny of those Acts , 

18. Short title, duration, and repeal. {1915, s. 5 (2), Rep. 4.))-—(1) 
This Act may be cited as the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions), Act, 1920 

(2) This Act shall conti 
the passing thereof 

Provided that the expiration of thie Act shall not render recoverable 
landlord other which during the con 
thereof w affect the right of a tenant to 
y sum which during the was under this 


ue in force for a period of three years from 


by a iny rent, interest or sum 


was irre overable ( 
continuance thereof 


tinuance 
Te 
Act recoverable by him 

3) The enactments mentioned in the Schedule to this Act are hereby 
repealed to the extent specified in the third column of that Schedule 

Provided that, without prejudice to the operation of section thirty 
eight of the Interpretation Act, 1889 [52 & 53 Vict. c. 63), nothing in 
this repeal shall render recoverable any sums which at the time of the 
passing of this Act were irrecoverable, or affect the validity of any 
order of a court, or any rules or directions made or given under any 
enactment repealed by thia Act, all of which orders, rules, and direc 
tions if in at the date of the passing of this Act shall have 


over at 


force 


effect as if they were made or given under this Act, and any proceed 
ings pending in any court at the date of the passing of this Act, under 
any enactment repealed by this Act 
commenced under this Act 


shall be deemed to have been 
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SCHEDULE. 
{Section 18.] 
ENACTMENTS REPEALED 





Session and om Extent of 
Chapter. Short Title. tepeal. 


The whole Act. 


5 & 6 Geo. 5, | The Increase of Rent and Mortgage 

c. 97. Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 
1915, 

7 & 8 Geo. 5, | The Courts (Emergency Powers) | Ss. 4, 5 and 7. 

c. 25. Act, 1917. 


8 & 9 Geo. 5, The Increase of Rent and Mortgage | The whole Act. 
c. 7. Interest (Restrictions) Act, 1919. 


9 & 10 Geo. 5, | The Increase of Rent, &c. (Amend- | The whole Act. 
o. 9). | ment) Act, 1919. 





New President of the Auctioneers’ 
and Estate Agents’ Institute. 


Mr. John Seagram Richardson, senior partner of the firm of Deben 
ham, Tewson, & Chinnocks, has, says the 7'imes, been unanimously 
elected president of the Auctioneers’ and Estate Age nts’ Institute 

Chis 1s the first instance of the son of one of the founders of the 
institute taking his place at its head Mii tichardson is a son of the 
late Mr. Edmund W. Richardson, who did much to establish the Auc- 
tioneers’ Lustitute on a sound basis, and the task was not an easy one. 
Having been trained in his father's office, Mr. Richardson practised on 
his own account, and in 1905 was invited to join the firm of Debenham, 
Tewson, & Co., Which was thereupon styled Debenham, Tewson, 
Richardson, & Co. Seven years later the firm amalgamated with the 
West End firm of Chinnock, Clarke, & Chinnock, and the style was 
altered to its present form, Debenham, Tewson, & Chinnocks. He 
became senior partner in 1915, when Mr H. B. Debenham retired. The 
constitution of the firm is as follows Mr. J. S. Richardson, Mr. F. C 
Clarke, Mr W. J. Dodds, Mr. W. W. Withers, and Mr. V. C. Clarke 


A Public Defend 
uDIIC erender. 

In the House of Commons, on 19th inst., Mr. Bottomley asked leave 
to introduce a Bill to create the office of a Public Defender—a com 
panion office, he said, to that of the Public Prosecutor. His desire was 
to remove what he considered to be a grave flaw in our legal system. 
The reform of the criminal law of this country had always been slow 
Of the changes made in recent years that which permitted accused 
persons to give evidence in their defence was admitted by everybody 
to have had most advantageous results; the establishment of the Court 
of Criminal Appeal had saved innumerable innocent persons from con 
viction ; and the Department of the Public Prosecutor had become a 
very active branch of the administration of the law. At present there 
was no provision for the assistance of innocent persons on their trial 
other than the Poor Persons Defence Act,\ and that was regarded by tne 
legal profession as a dead letter, in view of the very low scale of fees 
payable under it. When this Bill was introduced last year the only 
objection urged by the Solicitor-General was on the ground of expense ; 
but in these days nobody troubled about expense ; he meant, of course, 
nobody in the House of Commons 

Leave having been given, the Bill was brought in and read a first time. 


Legal News, 
Appointment. 


Mr. Ewen Reotnatp Locan (Chief Justice, Seychelles) has been 
appointed a Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court of the Gold Coast 
Colony. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Harry Nye, Grorce Joun Cirewer, and Frepertck Harry Nys, 
solicitors (Nye & Clewer), 15, Prince Albert-street, Brighton, Sussex 
March 8. Frederick Harry Nye and George John Clewer are carrying 
on a new partnership under the style or firm of Nye & Clewer. 


Georce Emerson and Wittiam Taytor Jones, solicitors (Alfred 
Grundy, Son & Co.), 78, King-street, Manchester, and Hind Hill-street 
[Gazette, May 21. 


Heywood, Lancaster. October 24. 


Atrrep Bisuor Berrs, Epccomse Srevens, and Hersert Pavi 
Buruer, solicitors (Betts, Stevens, & Butler), 32, Old Jewry, London, 
and 8, Princess-square, Plymouth. April 13. So far as concerns the 
said Alfred Bishop Betts (deceased); and as from May 16, 1920, so 
far as concerns the said Edgcombe Stevens and Herbert Paul Butler, 
by effluxion of time [Gazette, May 25. 





Business Changes. 


Messrs. Barrietp & CuiLp, of 5, Plowden-buildings, Temple, E.C. 4, 
have admitted into partnership Mr. Lovuts C. Barry (late captain, 
R.F.A), who was in practice at 16, Great James-street, Bedford-row, 
W.C. 1, prior to his mobilisation on 5th August, 1914, and the businesses 
vill in future be carried on under the style of Barfield, Child, & Barry 


it the above address. 


General. 


A Reuter’s message from Washington, of 17th May, says: The 
Supreme Court did not give any decision to-day in the cases which have 
come before it involving the validity of the prohibition amendment or 
the law for the enforcement of prohibition. The Court went into recess 
until Ist June. The 7'imes adds: It was expected that the Supreme 
Court would give its decision yesterday as to the legality of the 
Kighteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution prohibiting 
the sale and manufacture of intoxicating liquors. The appeal to the 
Court was made at the instance of the State of New Jersey and the 
argument was that twenty-one States had not ratified the law and that 
Congress has no power to make an amendment to the Constitution to 
regulate the habits or morals of the people, which is a iegislative and not 
a constitutional question. 


Mr. George Martinson, of The New Hall, Gexlul!, Lines., principal of 
the firm of Martinson & Stow, solicitors, Hull, an alderman of the 
Lindsey County Council, who died on 6th February, aged seventy-four, 
has leit estate of the gross value of £29,259, with net personalty £23,722. 
The testator bequeathed £3,000 to the Hall Royal Infirmary, £1,000 for a 
stained-glass window and memorial brass and tombstone in the parish 
church of Goxhall, £500 each to the Hull Seamen’s and General Orphan 
Home and the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, £200 to the vicar and 
churciwardens of Goxhill for repairs to the church, and £100 each to the 
vicar and churchwardens of Burstwick-in-Holderness for church repairs 
and the Hull Blind Society. 


Important proceedings under the Rates and Housing and Town Plan- 
ming Acts were, says the Daily News, taken on Tuesday at North 
London Police-court against Mr. C. George, 74, Church-street, Homerton, 
who was summoned for unlawfully making a demand for rent, the amount 
of rates paid and payable by the owner not having been stated in the 
rent-books ; for demanding rent, the name and address of the medical 
officer of health for the district not having been inscribed in the rent 
books; and for collecting rent from the occupier of the house without 
having the name and address of the landlord mscribed in the rent-book. 
Mr. C. V. Young, for the defence, said there was no dispute as to the 
facts, but he contended that his client had been made a scapegoat in 
order that the council might warn other landlords. Mr. Forbes 
Lankester found on all three summonses that the offence had been proved, 
but under the Probation of Offenders’ Act he dismissed the informations 
on payment of costs. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
RoTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date EMERGENCY APPEAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
‘ RorTa. No. 1, Eve. SARGANT 
Monday, May 31 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam Mr, Synge 
Tuesday, June 1 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Wednesday.... 2 Church Leach Goldschmi Jt Borrer 
Thersday .... 3 Farmer Charch Leach Goldschmidt 
_.. wee 4 Jolly Farmer Charch. Leach 
Saturday » § Synge Jolly Farmer Church 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P.O, Mr. Justice 
, ASTBURY. PETERSON, LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. 
Monday, May 31 Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach Mr. Jolly Mr. Church 
Tuesday, June 1 Jolly Church Synge Farmer 
Wednesday — 2 Synge Farmer Bloxam Jolly 
Thursday .... 3 Bloxam Joliy Borrer Synge 
Friday...... 4 Borrer 8 Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Saturday bo Goldschmidt Bloxam Leach Borrer 





Summer Assizes, 
Days and places appointed for holding the Summer Assizes, 1920 :— 
NORTH-EASTERN CIRCUIT. 
Mr. Justice Shearman. 
Mr. Justice Greer. 
Monday, 28th June, at Newcastle. 
Saturday, 3rd July, at Durham. 
Saturday, 10th July, at York. 
Thursday, 15th July, at Leeds. 
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1920. 


Cuaycery Covrr I. 


TRINITY 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Im Arrgzat Covar No, 1. 


Tuesday, Ist June.—Exparte Applica- 
tions, Original Motions and Interlocu- 


SITTINGS, 







Me. Justice SARGANT. 





/Sht caus, pets, and cham 







tory Appeals from the Chancery and | TY°Sd@y8.... | br summonses. 
Probate and Divorce Divisions. Wednesdays Fur cons and non-wit list. 
; 9 , , Thursdays  ... Non-wit list. 

Wednesday, 2nd Jane.—Workmen’s Com- Fridays ......Mote and non-wit list. 





pensation Appeals will be taken after 
the p.rt heard Chancery Appeals Nos 
land 2. 






Caayrcery Cover V. 


Mx. Juertces RUSSELL, 





Arrrat Covar I. 


Tuesday, ist June.—Exparte Applica- 
tions, Original Motions and Interlocu- 
tory Appeals from the King’s Bench 
Division. 

Wednesday, 2nd June. — Final Appeals 
from the King’s Bench Division wil! be 
taken and continued in this Court. 






Except when other Business is adver 
tised in the Daily Uause List Mr. 
Justice Russell will take Actions with 
Witnesses throughout the Sittings. 

_ ~~ under Trading with the 
fnemy Acts will be heard on each 
Friday afternoon. 










Lorp Onaxcetior’s Covrr, 
Mr. Justice EVE. 
Except when other Business is advertised 


in the Daily Cause List Actions with 
Witnesses will be taken throughout the 





Cmanceny Covrr II. 


Ma. Justice ASTBURY. 






. Sittang in chambers. 
} Companies’ Acts and non- 
t wit list. 


Mondays 





Tuesdays.. 











Sittings. 
Wednesdays ..Fur con and non-wit list. 
Guancery Cover III. Thursdays ....Non-wit list. P 
Ke . J Mow, sht caus, pets an 
Ma, Justice PETERSON. Fridays -} non-wit list. 
Mondays ...... Chamber sum:aui.3es. 
Sht caas, pets, far con Cuanceay Covar IV. 

Tussdays .... { and non-wit list. 
Wednesdays ..Non-wit list. Mr. Jostice P. O. LAWRENCE, 
Thursdays ....Non-wit list. 





Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Actions w.th 
Witnesses will be taken throughout the 
Sittings. 


Lancashire Business will be taken on 
Thursdays, the srd and 17th June 
and the ist, 15th and 29th July. 

Fridays ......Mots and non-wit list 












High Court of Justice.-—King’s Bench Division. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1920 

CROowN Paper 

For 
The King v Beverley U D C 
Owners of s s Crown of Leon v Admiralty Commrs 
Green v Russel] 
In the Matter 6f a Solicitor v Ex pte Law So. 
The King v Ministry of Health 
Newtown & Liandiloes Union 






Hearing 







Magistrates case 






Jones v Guardians of 
Gurney v Haughton 






Civin, Paprr. 
For Argument 
inger & Co ld 
Otley 


Campbell v But 


Darwin’ v Clarke County Court) 


Howden Id v Sheed, Thomson & Co ld motion by Howden ld to set aside 

award (March 3) ‘ 
Lancaster Errington (Northampton County Court) 
Jupp v Salt (Tunbridge Wells County Court) 
Bensusan v Bustard (Brentford County Court) 
Peters, Rushton & Co ld v J H Vavasseur & Co ld 
Brow Bloor (Leek County Court) 
Mi ul N Ses Assoc ld v Downie (B meabur ( Court) 
Malle vy Van Heck & Co 
Gibaud v Great Eastern Ry Co (City of London Court) 
The Electric Theatres ld v Kalish (Westmmsater County Court) 
I v Palme Wandsworth County Court 
Col & Rousso v Vermont & Co 
Wats Newton & Wandsworth County Court 
Stewart v Taxicab & Motor Finance Co ld (Clerkenwell County Court) 
Dey v Pu yer Engineering Co Id 
Lo Lb naon (B onusbury County Curt 
Walters v Bu y's Brewery Id (Llanelly County Court) 
Page v Richards & anr (Kiddern wter County Court) 

ReveENvE Parer 
english Informations, 

Attorney -Cx d Jo Henry Oglander & anr 
Attorney-Gen and The Public Trustee 

Attorney Gen and Digby Sayer 

Attorney-Gen and Francis Robert Anderton & ors 

Attorney -C« ud Henry Chambres Chambres & 





Cases Stated. 


and The Provincial Bank of 


W R Shove Taxes National 
England Id 

The National Mutaral Lafe Assce Soc and F G Bake 

The Plymouth Mutual Co-operative & Industrial Soc Id a 
of Inland Revenue 


|S Binney and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 


Surveyor of 


yor of Taxes) 
d The Commrs 


Surve'’s 











Hunt v Our Boys Clothing Co ld 
Handford 

Christopher v Johnson 

Dodd v Pyke 

Ellis v Adames 


Bannister v 





Rodgers v 





Clar ke 





conviction under Corn Production Act 
(Prices & 


Williams v Thorn 

Redmond v Auger’ conviction 
Order, 1919 (May 7) 

Sampson v Child conviction 
Order, 1919 (May 7) 

sa ag v Justices of Richmond 

Crooke v Pritchard information under Profiteering Act, 

Mitsui & Co ld v D Gampbell & Co 

Palmer v Rowell 


1917 (May 7) 
Des riptaon 






under Spirits 






under Spirits (Prices & 


Description) 





19i9 (May 15) 







International Tea Co's Stores ld v Burton 

Fowle v Monsell 

The King v Tribunal of Appeal under Se 
tional Powers) Act 1919 
field) ld 

The King v Tribunal of Appeal under Sec 5 (2) of the Housing (Addi 
tional Powers) Act 1919 Ex pte Alhambra Picture House (Hud 
dersfield) Id 


5 (2) of the Housing (Addi 
Ex pte Alhambra Picture House (Hudders 








SpeciaL Paper. 





Harrisons v Shipping Controller 

Comptoir Commercial Anversois v Carruthers & Co 
Evanghelinos v Leslie & Anderson 

Dexters ld v Harker & Co 

Owners of s s Magnhild v McIntyre Bros & Co 
Lebeaupin v Crispin & Co 

Hawkes & Co v Henderson & Liddell 

Same v Same (motion) 







Motions ror JUDGMENT. 





Pennell v Cairns 
British General Insurance Co v Higinbotham & Co 
Goldstein v Papayannis : 

Cullam vy Hoytema 





W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W. 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETO. 





AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


Poms No. : PARK ONE (40 Linms), Yetuoname; “WHITELEY LONDON,’ 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED, 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. ¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1853 


Capital Stock ... £400,000 
Debenture Stock £331,130 


KEVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Office. 
G. H, MAYNE, Secretary. 





G R Stenson (Surveyor of Taxes) and The Bosch Magneto Co id 

The Gommrs of Inland Revenue and John Sansom 

F E Shaw (Surveyor of Taxes) and Lichfield Conduit Lands Trustees 

The Great Western Railway Company, on behalf of W H Hall, clerk to 
Great Western Railway and G W Bater (Surveyor of Taxes) 

Mrs. M M A S Meeking in the names of J C M A Wilson & H Johnson 
and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 

British Italian Corpn ld and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 

A W Walker & Co and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 

The Comers of Inland Revenue and Frank Bernard Sanderson 

Wankie Colliery Co id and Comms of Inland Revenue 

Mary, Lady Wyndham and Commrs of Inland Revenue 

Gillette Safety Razor ld, as Agents for Gillette Safety Razor Co of 
Boston, USA and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 

The Trustees of the Cardinal Vaughan Memorial School and H E Ryall 
(Surveyor of Taxes) 

Mark Bromet and James Reith (Surv eyor of Taxes) 

A © Durant and The Comms of Intand Revenue 

F 1, Sniedth & Co and F Greenwood (Survevor of Taxes) 

Petitions Under Finance Act, 1894 


In the Matter of the Estate of the Marquess of Abergavenny, de 
In the Matter of the Estate of the Marquess of Abergavenny, de 


Petitions Under the Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 1910 


Charrington & Co ld and The Commrs of Intand Revenue (re Volunteer 
Arms Beerhouse, Ware-street, Sunderland) 

The Lion Brewery (Winchester) ld and The Commrs of Inland Révenue 
(re The Black Boy, Swanmore, Hants) 

The Lion Brewery (Winchester) ld and The Commrs of Inland Reveme 
(re The Brook Street Stores, Bishops Waltham) 

The Lion Brewery (Winchester) ld and The Commrs of Inland Revenue 
(re The White Horse, Westmeon Hants) 


Death Duties 
In the Matter of Arthur George Earl of Wilton. dec 
APPEALS AND MOTIONS IN BANKRUPTCY. 


Appeals from County Courts to be heard by a Divisional Court sittiag 

in Bankruptey, pending 21st May, 1920. 

In re A Debtor (No 19 of 1915) Ex pte The Debtor v The Petitioning 
Creditor & The Official Receiver 

In re B W Pighills Ex pte F W Trent v Arthur Albert Reeves, 
Trustee 

In re B W Pighills Ex pte Lloyds Bank ld, Bradford v Arthur Albert 
Reeves, ‘Trustee 

In re A Debtor (No 16 of 1919)—Ex pte The Debtor v Petitioning 
Creditor & The Official Receiver 
Motions in Bankruptcy for hearing before the Judge, pending 21st 

May, 1920 

In re D L B Castle, H M Castle & F S Castle (carrying on business 
as Merchants under the style of Schloss Bros) Ex pte The Governor 
and Company of The Bank of England v Sir William Barclay Peat, 
the Trustees (12th July, 1920, fixed for hearing) ; 

In re M Clark Ex pte The Official Receiver, Trustee v Miss Annie 
Blanche Williams pt hd 

In re Baily & Huber Ex pte H J Veitch, the Trustee v Robert 
Grace 

in re S H Lavey Ex pte FS Salaman, the Trustee v Robert William 
John Sutherland (carrying on business as R W J Sutherland & Co) 
(for attachment) (by leave) 

In re S H Lavey Ex pte F S Salaman, the Trustee v R W J Suther- 
land & Co (restoréd) 

tn re S H Lavey Ex pte Cohen & Cohen 

In re S H Lavey Ex pte Cohen & Cohen 

_ F V Robinson Ex pte Hannah Harvey v The Official Receiver, 

rustee 


——— CO 


VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that alt 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years). have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, a 
speciality. —[Apvr. 








Circuits of the Judges. 


Notice.—in cases where no note is appended to the names of the Circuit 
Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be taken 
on the first working day; in other cases the note ap ed to the 
name of the Circuit Seen indicates the day before which Civil Business 
will not be taken. In the Case of Circuit Towns to which two Judges 
go there will be no alteration in the old practiee. 

The following Judges will remain in Town: Row att, J.,and McCarpiz, 
J., during the whole of the Circuits ; the other Judges till their respective 
Commission Days. ; 
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Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—-Tcxspay, May 18. 


LonNDon CoLovk PRINTING Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 29, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
togJoseph Henry Jay, 2, Exmoor-st., North Kensington, liquidator. 

Lagk Srinnine Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 5, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 
Platt, the liquidator of the Lark Spinning Co. Ltd. 

Davis's Tueatres, Lrp. (In Liguipation).—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Frederick William Archer, 4, Adelphi-ter., liquidator. 

Turner & Co. (Crorpon), Lrp.—Creditors are uired, on or before June 5, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Peet, 1, High-st., Croydon, liquidator. 

Harrison's Western Inonworks, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 17, to send their names and addresses, with proofs of their debts or claims, 
to Mr. E. W. Brock, liquidaor. 

Mriptanps Apvance Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 26, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. H. 
Ashton, 17, Withy-grove, Manchester, liquidator. 
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SraNism awp Geverat Wreetess Tavsr, Lrp. (Inv Vourwtany Lieurpation).—Creditors : 
ave required, on or before June 22, to send their names and addresses, and the Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
a particulars of their debts or claims, to Sidney Pears, 14 George-st.. Mansion coe Dar’ ee Guam 






House, liquidator. 








Marine Orrices, Lop.—Creditors are required, on or before June 8, to send their London Gazette.--Tvrspar, May 18 
Jo ’ e i ~/ . . ’ * upon-Tyne 
Gm Srixnxina Co., Ltp.- Creditors are — on o Sao July 5, to send Atrken, Tmomas, Worthing. June & Edwin Boxall & Kempe, Brighton 
their names and addresses, and particalars of their debts and claims, to John | \ voprson Sanam ANNE. Portsmouth. Surgical Appliance Maker. June 21. Charles 








Taylor Daweon, liquidator. a Purkis Portsmouth 
to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, Simon-Barnesorx, Sotanor, Paris. June 18 Slaughter & May, 18. Austin-friare 





to William Charles Hughes. 1. Park-villas, Mold, liquidator 


| 
R. & P. Wrttams (Buceter), Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 14 Anrmony, Epwrs, Hereford, Journalist. June 2 Corner & Wadsworth, Hereford 
| Beatt, Et.izaseta Nancy, Plympton, Devon June 16 Albert Gard & Co., Devonport 
| 

























Grisent Fit Service. Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Mey 2. to send | Bers Enwanp Heriey, M.R.C.S., Tulse-bill July 1 Chas, A. Freeman, 7 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, t New-eq ’ 
Frederick Arthur Prior, 15, Long-row, Nottingham, liquidator | Brttrwor. Marta Rowe. Streatham-h June 15. Richard Davies & Son, 4, Chan 

| wry-ia 
ae | Bontrace, Epwarp, Eastbourne, Licensed Victualler June 10. ©. W. Mayo, East 
bourn¢ 
— . ° ° - . Rrooxs. Roserr. Mistley. Essex. Merchant June 18 I mpson, Smith & Bon 
Resolutions tor Winding-up Voluntarily. ce, Rosas 
London Gazette.—Frimar. May 2! Brooks, CHartorre, Mistley, Essex June 18 Thom) Smith & Sen, Colchester 
: Brrce Joux, Waterlo Liverpool, Marine Engineer June 14. Edward Lloyd 

Bellaphone Co., Ltd Cumberland Evening Mail Publishin | Liverpool 

Burton, Son & Sanders, Ltd Co., Ltd | Crook, Wittiam Henry, Wakes ¢ «, Essex, Farmer. June 12. Page & Ward 

B. R. T. Syndicate, Ltd. Mutual Spinning Co., Ltd | Colchester 

Maurice Adame Concrete Constructions, Wraith Steam Shipping Co., Ltd | Dosepr, Many Hennrerra, Nice, France June 18. M. M. Beckingeale Cowes, Isle of 
Ltd. Dobies Electric Theatres, Ltd Wight 

Kettering and District Steam Laundry Union Emigrants Association, Ltd Paves, Cuances Hoster, Birminghan June 26. Harold C. Kaves, Birmingham 
Co., Ltd John Yarwood & Cr Ltd Grauest, Cant Gonrrey, Beckenham, Kent. June Si. Van Sommer & Chilleott 

Star Paper Mill Co., Ltd Scala Electric Palace (Pendleton), Ltd 9, Arundel-st 

Drums and Kegs, Ltd. Henry Wilson & Co., Ltd Gesx, Enrzasern Emma, Coombe Kea, Cornwall. June 12. J. Messer Bennetts 

Trencherfield Spinning Co., Ltd Worle Gas Co., Ltd Trur 

Swiss Celluloid Co.. Ltd Waller Brothers, West Vale. Ltd | Harman, Wiitsam, Hatfield, Herts. June 13. Kitson, Hutchings, Easterbrook & 

Anglo Swiss Trading Co., Ltd Mountford, Phillips & Co., Ltd | ( Torquay 

Duff Morgen & Vermont, Ltd Rhymney Cinema, Ltd | Hopesox, Taomas Unian, Walsall, Pawnbroker. July 11. Enoch Evans & Son 

Robertson King, Ltd Southport Ice and Cold Storage Uo Walsall 

William Summers & Co., Ltd Ltd Hores, Isapeita Fanny, Sidmouth. June 15. Wigan, Champernowne & Prescott 

Morel Bros., Cobbett & Son, Ltd Muewell Hill Electric Theatre Utd Norfolk House 

Signal Electric Co., Ltd Bristol Channel Welding Co Ltd Hent, Mary Ans, Worcester June 5 The H. Coom) Worcester 

Hardy, Banson & Co,, Ltd John Newton & Ce Ltd JOHNSON Aurrep, Maidstons Earthenware Manufacturer Julv 3 Paddock & 

Lunn Brothers, lAd. Sons, Haniey 

Lawroyn, Jomw~ Henry Stretx, Queen's-va June 14. Maude & Tunnicliffe, Arundel-at 
London Gazetle.—Tvrsvar, May & Lorrnovse, ANNIR Mason, Scarboroug! Jun » Tasker, Hart & Munby, Sear 


















Concrete Construction Co., Ltd H. Liewellyn Dent, Lte L.yant pee Brighton June 18 Pve-Smith & Hulbert. Salisbur 
= wy! be , Ltd — > 9 : Co : “. 1 tea McHatr Loeke Parrick Ashton-on- Mersey June 15 ! Seott & Start, Man 
Or i O., Ie o-operative utomohtiics ‘ hester 
Colombo Stores, Ltd Coppull Ring Spinning Co., Ltd | Mevens, Crartes, Cheapside Au 17. Gover & ( 12, Old Jewry-chmbr 
ores ag Ltd oe = ae , ~ Mitxe. Wriamm Parkston Hairdresser Jun 14 Malcolm TD. Houstoun 44. 
8. . © J., Ltd. rimeby roperty 0 < | Bedford-row 
Andrew Berry & Sons, Ltd., Leyland Planet Trading Co., Ltd NewMan, Groner Faepertcx, Handsworth. June 1. C. Upfill Jagger, Birmingham 
pomgetire b sang =— Ltd be — ——— Hs nas O’Cox~son, Arrucr Patrick, Twickenham. June 36. F. F. & H. Landon, 53. New 
illiam Stirling, Ltd.. ; extiie Enterprise Syndicate Broad-st 
British Canadian Agricultural Tractors, Giltspur Co., Ltd Oxuxy. WiLttam. Gorleston. Commercial Traveller. June 6. Burton & Son. Great 
Ltd Yarmouth 
a — —E , Rev. CHartes James, St. Albans June 18. Henry R. Cawdron, Chelmes 
re omaneset ford 
| Panror Harrier ANN Ealing July 3 Lambert & Hale and A H Procter, 





c lit F N ti Par oe 1 ly itl Ar 1 Al t Gard & Cx Dp nye 

rec 1 ors Oo Ices. PATTINSON Jounaraan ets lon M i N thamberinall Parmer lune BD. Cooper & 
s . Goodger, Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Under Estates in Chancery. | 


Savas, Cmartes James Bradford. Traveller Tune &. Gordon, Hunter & Duncen 
Bradford 
Last Day or CLAIM | Stemry Dantes. Cheltenhan Ma +1 Ralph Fream, Glone 
London Gazette.—Fripar, May 14 | Venn wag Jousx, Pall Mall June 30. Hughes, Lightbody & Minton, 33, Bed 
| ford-s 

Suirn, Frepericx Groner, 79, Market-«t., East Ham, Beer, Wine and Spirit Retailer Warswariont, Luocr Ans, West Derby, Liverpool 

June 21. Bolt v. Smith and Others. Astbury, J Frederick John Williams, 15 Liverpool 
Devonshire-eq., Warsow, Evetyxs, Kensington. June 2. Lewin. Gregory & Anderson, 2, Millbank 

House, Westmineter 








wuter 







June 8 g. % Read & Brown 












London Gazette.—Tcespar, May 18 n 
; - " Wairmworr. Marx, Finsbury Park June % King & Ludlow, Bow-st 
Fremiix, THomas Jonw, Taunton, Gentlemen. June 18. Lodson v. Fremlin. P. O Waittaw, Groner, Torquay. June & Ingpen & Armitage, Gray's inn 
Lawrence, J. Frank Daphne, 71, Lincoln's inn-fields Witttams, Heasernr Garpiner, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Merchant. June ®. Cooper 
Scucumacner, Erwin Atsert Josera Lovis Paitirr, Pallinghurst, Bayards, Sussex & Goodger, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 





Merchant. June 15. Ffennell v. Ffennell and Others. Russell, J. Edmund 
Moore Loughborough, 23, Austin-friars. 





+ me 





Messrs. TrROLLOPE have sold the town residence, built by the late 
om Weel ; Mr. Russell Rea, known as 4, Dean Stanley-street, Westminster 
Liorp, Arracr, Warren ill, fashington, near Pulborough, Sussex; and 12, Te}] . ' ] the long Ty, ‘a rteret..atree 

Salisbury-eq., Fleet-st. June 21. Lloyd v. His Majesty's Attorney-General and Messrs. Trollope have also sold the long lease of 9, Carteret-street, 
Others. Astbury, J. John Rowland Hopwood, 13, Gough-sq Westminster. which thev offered for auction some time back 


THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co,, L1p. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the mest complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers al all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
Suitable Cla f Inserti in Lea d Mort of 
INSU RANC E. “Licensed Property “settled by ‘Counsel, will be"sentlon a, 


For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C.%, 






London Gazette.—Tvtspar, May 2. 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London, Gazette.~Trrspay 


JUDICATIONS 


May 11 


tituted for that 


Garett \ 
CHAPFLIFR 
High ¢ 
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Ord. A 
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Keatino, H. Lena 
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THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL | 


PARALYSED | and EPILEPTIC, 
QUEEN SQUARE, BI.OOMSSURY, W.C. 
The largest Hospita) of its kind 


The Charity is Sones at present to ruly, te some 
extent, upon leg 


Tho desiring hey provide Annuities for 
relatives or friends are asked to send fo particulars 
pA DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 


“THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 


TS ANN om, 
KERR & LANHAM, 


Law Stationers and Lay Agents, 














ABSTRACTS, BRIEFS, DRAFTS AND DEEDS 
COPIED AND ENGROSSED. 
COUNTRY ORDERS RECEIVE SPECIAL ATTENTION. 


16, Furnival St., Holborn, E.C, 





KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY’S 
SALE ROOMS 
FOR 
JEWELS, FAMILY PLATE, PICTURES, 
FURNITURE, CHINA, 


And all classes of Valuable Property. 
SALES IN COUNTRY HOUSES, FIRE VALUATIONS. 





Special Estate Room for Auctions of Real Property 
and Investments, 


20, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON,W.1. 





Experts in Jewels, Antique Silver and 
other valuables. 


TO SOLICITORS, TRUSTEES and 
EXECUTORS, 


EBENHAM, STORR & SONS, Ltd., 
Auctioneers and Valuers of all classes of 2 Bowe 
Sales held in two spacious auction rooms daily, one being 
reserved for silver plate, jewellery, watches, coins, curios, 
&c., the other for ferniture, pictures, bronzes, works of 
art, carpets, guns, wine, furs, &. 
Valuations made in town and country for probate 
livision, insurance and other matters. 
Apply 26 King Street, Covent Garden, London, W.C 
Phone: 2399 Gerrard. Telegrams :‘ Viewing,’ London. 


-— 





INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For the Treatment of Gentlemen under the Act and 
orivately. for particulars apply to 
Dr. F. 8 D. HOGG, 
Resident Medieal Superintenden’. 


Telepbone : P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 


BRIEF 
CARRIER 


Various Qualities. 
Iustrated List Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, LTD., 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, 














